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CONSIDERATIONS 


W hich obliged Peter Manby Dean of Derry to em- p h 
brace the Communion of the Romish Church. ] 
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CHAP. L 4 
To the Preface. ' 238 


$.x. Eter Manby Dean of Derry has choſen this time, (for 
Pt reaſons he knows beſt) to declare himſelf of the 
Communion of the Church of Rome. Whoever doth fo 
in the preſent circumſtances, muſt run the hazard of being cen- 
ſured, for having too great a value for the Favours and worldly 
Advantages. that ſome late Converts have met with. In ordcr 
therefore. to ſatisfic the World: that he had ſome other Reaſons 
beſides this proſpect (I ſuppoſe) he publiſhed this Pamphler 
that I now anſwer. Whoever reads it, will find fo little Method 
or Connexion berween the parts 'df- it, that he muſt conclude, 
the Writer was never acquainted with-cloſe thinking ; and that the 
) looſneſs and immethodicalneſs of it, is the greateſt trouble lyes 
on the Anſwerer: the truth is, it ſticks chiefly on Formalitics 
and Preliminaries, which no Advocate ever infiſted much upon, 
that was confident of the merits of his Cauſe :- and therefore to 
anſwer it can: hardly be worth any. ones labour. I confeſs I ſhould * 
have thoughit fo; roo, if Thad not found ſome of his own party 
boaſting of it ; and I do now aſſure him that I do not Anfwer ic 
B out 


(2] n 
out of any apprehenſion I have of its ſeducing any of ours ;- and 
that ic had been anſwered long a go, it I had been poſſeſſed with 
any ſuch Suſpicion. 1 £2608 | | 

Ic conſiſts of three parts, and cach of theſe do in effe&t con- 
tain the ſame things, and except a man pive a diſtin Anſwer to 
each, he may pretend that part is unanſwered. I ſhall therefore 
follow him in his own method,and conſider, fir/,his Preface to the 
Readers: ſecanzy, the Pamphler. | (elf i: and thirdly; his Larine 
Queries, and beg. the Readers Pardon, it he find the Anſivers 
ſometimes repeated, when Mr, M4. repeats the queſtions ſo ofren, 

- $2; HisPrelace has huddled rogether ſome Queſtions and 
Dilemma's' concerning the ,Catholick: Church, and raiſed ſome 
doubts, concerning. which he profeſſes himſelf to be at a loſs, and 
ſo deſires information Thus pag, 1. When a Proteſtant re- 
hearſes this Article of his Creed ; 'F believe one Catholick Church, I 
would fain underſtand what Church 'he means 2 Again, this makes 
Proteſtancy ſo wandring and uncertain a thing, that 7 for my part 
Cannot anderfand it.' Pap. 3. fe. ſhall find me preſſing for an Anſwer 
fo ſuch Queſtions as theſe: E | | 

Pag. 1, of the Pamphlet;' Zhere are three points wherein I could 
never ſatufie my ſelf ; a little after, 7 could never find any ſatufattory 
Anſwer to this Queſtion. : Pag, 2. pronouncing the Church of Rome 
{delatrogg, 1 would fain know by what Authority 2 '—— A little af 
cer, 3 kh Authority -—-1 cannot tell. ' Pag, ; there was no Auſiver 
to be bad. —— Alitele:after, / cannot find. |. 9. [ do not well -under- 
ſtand. 1, t5.. 7 could never underſtand: Pag. q. I would know. Pag.7. 
|. 13. 7 confeſs my dullnefs untorſtands not. Pap. 8. line 16. 
I would fain knot, line 2 5. Which Anſwer T confeſs I db not under- 
ſtarid -——; Pap. 1-1. line 1 5..1 defrre to beinformed. -l. "tlie laſt, / 
cannot imagine; Pag, 12::lint 15. / cannot widerſtand. © * 

Now, it he:\as:ſo very ignorantas he makes himſelf, and fo 
deſirous of information, he ought to have confulred ſome of his 
Spiritual Guide&on: theſs heads, 'and not truſted altogerher to 
his own. Judgmeat;;ortelfe he ought-in all-reafontochave printed 
theſe Queſtions, * he ecfoly'd them unanſwerable : for how 


did 
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did he know, bur ſome- body might have had more to ſay to 
them then he was aware of, and haye given him fatisfattion 2 
If he had deſigned to be counted cirher a prudent or honeſt man, 
this had been his method ; but I have enquired and cannot find 
that ever he propoſed rhem ſeriouſly to one Divine, or applyed 
himſelf to any in this weighty affair, before he deſerted our 
Communion ; and therefore though perhaps he may be ignorant 
enough, yet I think it apparent thar he only pretends want of 
underſtanding, and deſire of information ; or that he has yery 
lictle care of his Soul, or of what Communion heis. 

s 3. To give his Queſtions propoſed in his Preface a diſtinct 
Anſwer, I ſhall firſt rank them in method. ; 

Concerning therefore the Catholick Church, he asks, 

1. What Church we mean ? 

2. Whether the Church of England alone, as eſtabliſhed by Law, 

or as in Communion with other Churches 2 
3- With what other Church under Heaven doth the Church of 
England communicate in Sacraments and Liturgy ? 

4. Whether the variety of Proteſtants be the Catholick Church, 

fince they want her Eſſential mark callei Unity ? 

5. Whether we and the Lutherans are of the ſame Church ; the 

Lutherans holding a Corporal Preſence in the Sacrament, and 
we denying it 2? 

All theſe we have in the firſt page of his Preface, and all pro- 
cecd from the ſame root, even ignorance of what is meant by the 
Catholick Church : If Mr. 4. had deſigned to deal ingenuouſly and 
like a Scholar that deſired to clear things, (which ought to be the 
deſign of every honeſt writer,) he ought to have laid down a 
definition of the Catholick Church, and then cxamined to whom 
it belonged, and ſhown the Church as eſtabliſhed here by Law 
to be no part of it; tor, till that be done, all that is ſaid is ban- 
ter; for we mean not the ſame thing by the Church. I never 
ſaw any Romaniſt take this method, and therefore I have al- 
ways believed that they rather deſigned to. gain Proſelices by 
confounding their Heads, than by clear Reaſon and Information ; 
B 2 I 
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I will therefore tell him what-T-mean by the one Catholick 
Church in the'Creed; and if he do'not like the Deſcription, let 
him mend it. / ind 
'.. The Catholick Church is the whole body of men, profeſ. 
ſirig the Religion of Chrift, and living under their lawful Spi- 
rieual Governours. This body of Chriſtians is one, becauſe it 
has, according to St. Paal, Epheſ. 4. 5. one Lord, one' Faith, one 
EE ET Baptiſm, one God, and according to Saint 
Ck mers ova quia Auguſtine , many Churches are one Church, 
unafides, quia una ſpes, quia becauſe there u one' Faith, one FTope, one 
Gn pe; Charity , one Expefation ; and laſtly', one 
una gens, fi unapatria? pa- heavenly Countrey ;- now if he had been as 
monte mart "Yo much concerned to underſtand this aright, 
| ES ar as he would have his Dear Reader, he 
_ might eaſily have ſeen who it is that fancy to themſelves 
a Church divided from all-the -reſt of the world; by break- 
ing the bonds of Charity, - and coyning new Articles; diſtin&t 
from thoſe 'of. the + Carholick -Faith; "which ' we-received from 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles ; and that 'the Anſwers to his Queſti. 
ons are very eaſie. - YA prknd 
© $. 4. For to the firſt , when he would” know what Church 
we mean when- we -rehearſe that A#ticle of our Creed, 7 
| Believe one holy Catholick aud Apoſtolick Church > - the 
- Anſwers, thar we mean, not any- particu'/ar Church , 
nor any party of Chriſtians of any one denomination ; bur 
all 'rhoſe that hold the Catholick Faith, and live under their 
lawful Paſtors: while they haye thoſe marks I'have laid down 
| from the Scripture and St: Auguſtine, they are' NUlof one Com: 
munion, though by the peeviſhneſs and miſtake of their Gover- 
nours, they may be engaged in Quarrels; as the: Church of 
Rome was in St. Cyprians time: with the Church of Africa, about 
the allowing the Bapriſn of Hereticks ; and the quarrel eameto 
that heioht, that 'when the Africans came to Rome, "not only the 
peace of the Church and Communion 'was deriyed 'them, bur 
eyventhe com: on kindneſs of Hoſpitality ; as wemay ſee _ 
milians 


Pag. I, 
Pref. 
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milians Epiſtle to Saint Cyprian, Ep. 75. This | 5 
being ſuppoſed, it is no hard matter to find CY 
out the parts of this Catholick Church where- domum ſuam zeciperer, 
ever one comes, it is only Examining whether oy eras =, 4 
any Church hold the Catholick Faith, and ſed etiam tectum & ho- 
whether they live under their lawful Gover- =_—_ EO 07 
nours ; and fo far as they do fo, it is our du- TREE 

ty to joyn With them, as true parts thereof, Whereas he who, 
with the Donatiſts, will unchurch three parts of four of the 
' Chriſtian World ; or fancy a Church divided from all others, 
though as ſound in Faith and as obedient to their Govcrnours as 
poſſible ; is like for ever to be zofſed too and fro upon the unſtable 
waters of Schiſm, and dwindles the Church into a Faftion ; and 
this gives #ſu]l Anſwer, 

$ 5. To his ſecond Queſtion, whether we mean by the Catholick 
Church, the Church of England alone, or the Church of England as in 
Communion with other Churches; tor by this it appcars, that the 
' Churches of England and Ireland are no more the Catholick 
Church, then the Engliſh Scas are the whole Occan; bur they 
are a part thereof, becauſe they hold the Catholick Faith intircly, 
and are' governed by their lawtul and Catholick Biſhops; who 
have not had for many years, ſo much as a Rival appearing to 
conteſt their Tirle and Succeſſion. 

$ 6. But then he urges in the third place, wirh what other Church 
doth the Church of England Communicate in Sacraments and Li- 
fargy ? 

To which I anſwer, Unity of Liturgy is no part of Commu- 
nion of Churches; let © him ſhew, if he can, that the Catholick 
Church ever had any ſuch Unity ; Unicy in Faith, Sacraments & 
in worſhiping God ſhe has with all rrue Churches on the face of 
the Earth, infomuch that there is not one Articic in her Crceds, 
nor one Petition in her Liturgy, that even Mr. M. can condemn ; 
nor is there any Office wanting, in which the Ancicnt Liturgics 
agrced; and then let him ſhew why all Churches hold not Com- 


munien with her ? and who 4s guilty of the breach thereof? If he 
| ſay 


O— > 6 RO —— 


[6] 

fay that we hold indecd the Catholick Faith, but not intire, let 
him make it appear : but if he cannot prove that we deny any 
part of this Catholick Faith, he acquirs us from Hereſie, and owns 
our union in Faith with rhe Catholick Church. To prove this de- 
ſet was chiefly incumbent on him, but he has not ſo much as ar- 
tempted ir. He has indeed made an attempt againſt the lawſulneſs 
of our Governours, that is, to prove us Schiſmaticks ; but how 
unſucceſsfully we ſhall ſee by and by. | 

S. 7. In the mean time to his fourth Demand, Whether by 
the one Catholick Church be underſtood the wariety of all Prete- 
flants, fince they want her eſſential mark, even Unity > I anſwer, 
that neither all Proteſtanrs are Catholick members of the Church, 
nor are Proteſtants only ; thoſe among Proteſtants, that em- 
brace the Catholick Faith, and make no Separatiorf from their 
lawſul Governors, and that live in unity of Faithand charity with 
their nefghbour Churches are Catholick members, and have thar 
Unity, which is eſſential ro the Catholick Church ; but theſe are 
not to be. confounded with- Presbyterians, Independants, Ana- 
baptiſts, Fifth Monarchy-men, Quakers, Gc. ſince theſe have ſepa- 
ratcd themſelves from their lawful Governours, as much as Mr. 
M. himſelf; though their Crime be leſs than his : as he is leſs 
evilry that makes a Rebellion, than he who joyns with a For: 
reigner to enſlave his native Countrey. 

But he has an Excuſe even for theſe, that he has heard out of 
the mouths of ſome Proteſtants, that God had his people amongſt all 
forts of Proteſtants; and what it ſome charitable people fay with 

CR IIS 5h Saint Auguſtine ; that they who 
_—_ atque perverſam nulla perti- defend their Opinion , though falſe 
naci animoſitate defendunt, preſer- and perverſe without pertinaciouſneſs, 


ar NG, is preturmptio- eſpecially when they were not the Au- 


arque in errorem lapſis parentibus thors thereof, , through their own con- 


acceperunt, querunt autem cauta . : 
Lollificudioe veritatem, corrigi para- fidence and preſumption, but received 


ti cum invenerint, nequaquam ſunt Zf from their ſeduced and erring Pa- 
inter Hareticos deputandi. Auguſt. reurgs, and ſeek induſtriouſly the truth, 
and are ready to embrace it when they 


- find 
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find it ; are not at all to be reckened Fareticks? is he ſure that 
there are not ſome ſuch amongſt every ſort of Proteſtants, nay 
of Chriſtians > I am ſure, the paſſage he quotes our of zhe ſe- 
cond Paper mentioned by him, is no Conſutation of this ; nor any 
thing to the purpoſe, except he hath a mind to prove the Words 
" true by his own example : For, what Reaſon has he piven 
why he quitted the Church in which he was baptized, educated 
and preferred { whether above his Deſerts, let the World judge 
by this Paper; ) but becauſe the Diſcipline and Devotions of the 
Church of Reme ſuit his preſent Fancy better than what he left ; 
becauſe he was not able ro anfiver ſome tew Queſtions that have 
no great difficulty in them, his private Judgment or Intereſt cold 
him hc ought to change his Church. And if he changed his 
Church on the confidence of a Judgement he acknowledges ſut- 
ficiently weak, why will he. not allow the fame liberty to others? 
If he ſay that the Church he has choſen is Church 'rom whence 
there can be ns appeal ; 1 anſwer, he has only his own Judgment 
for belicving ſo; and when that Judgment alters, he may be of 
any other Church, and ſo he is fallen in ſpite of his endeavours 
into the ſame miſtake he would avoid. He brings in (to what 
purpoſe he knows perhaps himſelf) a Story of a paſſionate Pre/- 
byterian, who ſaid, that he cared not what his Son was, ſo he was 
not a Papiſt : which may paſs for a Reaſon to thoſe that build 
their Faith on Stories and Legends, and uſe to give the Cha- 
racter of their Enemics only from their peeviſh Saying, bur is 
nothing to our Church. 

He argues againſt Schiſm, from r Cor. r. 10. 7 beſeech you bre- 
thren that ye all ſpeak the ſame thing, and that there be no Schiſms 
among you : aS it the Church ot which he pretended to be a 
Mcmberdid not abhor Schiſm as much as he; and as it the firſt 
Schiſm from her Communion had not been by Papiſts about the 
1oth of Queen Elizabeth. Now the ſame St. Paul, 1 Cer.6. 18. 
adviſes them to flee Fornication, and that as a thing contrary to 
our Union with God : Mr. MH. had belt try his Logick, and fee if 
he can from thz firſt place, which forbids Schiſm, prove that ic 
makes 
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87. 
makes a Man more ccaſe to'be a Member of the Church than For: 
nication doth, which is forbidden in the fecond. © - © 

He produccs out of Remars 15. 6. that ye glorify God with one 
Mind and one Mouth, toprove that we ought not only ſay the ſame 
things, but the ſame words, eſpecially about Sacraments and Liturg y, 
for Y one Spirit we (meaning, all Chriſtians) are Baptized into one 
body ; therefore he exhorts them to take beed of eh Teachers as 
have no Miſfon or Authority for what they ſay, but only good words 
& Yair ſpeeches to deceive. the hearts of the fimple. By the for and 
therefore in this ſentence one would expedtt that one part ſhould 
be a conſequence of another, but there is not the leaſt affinity 
between them: but you muſt excuſe him, ſor histalent never lay 
much, as has been obſerved by his Friends, in” drawing conſe- 
quences. _ | 

Thoſe, that by goodpords and fair ſpeeches deceive the hearts of 
the fimple, are not ſaid to want Miſſion, Roms. 16. 17. it is proba- 
ble therefore they had it; but St. Paa! gives very different marks 
ro know them. by, even teaching contrary to the Doftrine they 
had already received, ſerving their own Bellies ———- not our 
Lord Jeſus. Nonconformity therefore to the DoQrine taught by 
the Apoſtles, and too eager a concern for the Riches and intereſt 
of the Clergy are the ſigns of a falſe Teacher, though he have 
never.fo Authentick Miſſion according to St. Paud, nay, though 


| lie were an Angel from Heaven. Bur it he had been of Mr. Ms 


opinion, the Romans muſt not have judged of their Paſtors, or at- 
remptcd to diſcover Seducers by their Doctrine, but only by cal- 
ling for their Letcers of Orders and Titlggfrom the Apoſtles. 

' 9 8. His fifth Queſtion concerning the ' Catholick Church is, 
whether we and the Lutherans are the ſame in all material points; the 
Eitherans holding a corporeal Preſence in the Sacrament, and we de- 
»ying it 2 Ta which I anſwer, that a difference may be material, 
and yer not"effential ro Faith, fo as to neceſſitate a-diviſion of 
Church Unity ; - there is a very material difference between thoſe 
in the Church of Rome that hold the depoſing Power, 'and thoſe 
thar deny it ; between thoſe that hold the Pope infallible, wy 
ide: thoſe 
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thoſe that deny ir,& fo inmany other points,as material as thoſe in 
diſpute between Proteſtant Churches; yer, inasmuch as they are 
not reckoned by all to be Eſſentials of Faith, they do not break 
Communion; and indeed, he underſtands very little that knows not 
there may be difference of underſtanding about matters relating to 
Sacraments, and yet Unity of Communion. As to his ObjeCtion 
againſt the Calviniſts, that zhey have no Order of Prieſts or Biſhops, 
I leave him to diſpute it with them, whether conſequently they 
have no true Sacraments, which he infers, I leaye him to diſpute 
it with his new Church ; we are concerned in neither. 

- $9. There is only one thing more he objeAs on this Head 
againſt our Church, and that is, that ſhe, as eſtabliſhed by Law, 
is Catholick neither as to time nor place, becauſe not wi/ible any 
where for many Ages before Edward the ſixth. This is the old 
Queſtion, Where was your Church Before Luther 2 And has been 
often anſwered, by ſhewing that we made no new Church by 
the Reformation, that we kept all the Eſſentials of Faith and Wor: 
ſhip reccived by our Anceſtors, had the ſame Creeds, the ſame 
God, Chriſt, Baptiſm, and Euchariſt ; and laſtly, were governed 
by the ſame Biſhops and other Governours, before and after the 
Reformation ; and therefore it is a wild thought in Mr. 2M. to at- 
firm that our Church was not viſible beſore Edward the ſixth. Tc 
is true, it was not eſtabliſhed by Law in all points as it is now, no 
more was the Church of Rome before the Reformation by the 
Council of Trent, (for that alſo pretended to Reform) bur the 
eſtabliſhing by Law is accidental alrogether to a Church, and a 
Church may beviſible long before it is ſo eſtabliſhed. 

This is all in his Preface that any way relates to the Cathoiick 
Church. 

$10. The ſecond part relates to the Miſſion of our Biſhops, 
and is reduced to four Queries, which ſhall have their full Con- 
ſideration, when I come to conſider the firſt point that he lays 
down in his Book. 

S 11. The reſt is ſpent,in comparing two Hiſtorians of the 


Reformation, that is Doftor FHeylin and Doftor Burxet, of whom 
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he gives this OharaRer,'' that Burner ſrains all bis wit to pallia 
the doings of the Reformers; and _ them out to advantage; Hey- 
lin repreſents:them honeſtly for the moſt part, and in thei own colours + 
Whereas in. trath the firſt doth generally lay down naked mar- 
rer-of FaFonly, and-leaves the Reader to judg; and the other paſ: 
ſes his own Cenlures and gives' his own Gloſs. 6n- them ; as may 
be ſeen by che very: paſſages Mr. M: quotes 6ut of DoCtor * Hey. 
liy's Preface: The txuth.is he abuſes both Hiſtorians ;- ZZey/i by 
producing that for matrer of: Fat, whieh.is all his own Taferen- 
ces and Conjeftures, and fo expreſt to be in the very words: a/ 
that-was-done in ordtr to a'Reformation; ſeemed to be accidental only. 
then —————- 7 cant reckon his Death an infelicity —— it i not 
to be-thought, to the next” clauſe, nor was it like to happen, to the 
Next —— might eafuly have done; to the next —— was 72 all pro- 
bability to the laſt. | 

.- Are-not theſe Conjectures ſtrong Arguments to prove the. Re- 
formation unjuſtifiable? Bur he abuſes him yer more in-the'paſ 
ſage- concerning the Duke of Sommerſer, by 12 ie Opin as- 


Door Z#ylin's Opinion, which he records only as the Opinion of 
others, pag. 116. of his Hiſtory; where among three or four Con- 
jeures, why the Duke did not claim. the benefir of his Clergy ; 
he ſets down this laſt, Finally whether it were ſome: ſecret judament 
on him from above (as ſome men concerved)) that he, who had deſtroyed 


fo many Churches, &c. ſhould want the benefit of Clergy in hu greateſt- 


extremity; where Mr. M. leaves out the Parenthefis (as ſome Mev 
conceived) and falfifies him (perhaps tomake him recompence) by 
adding another of his own, he (the Duke of Sommerſer) deprived 
many learned men of. their means and lrvelyhood; ( for being Papiſts 
adds Mr. M;). a moſt notorious falſhood ; ſince it appears from all 
Hiſtories of the Reformation, that there was an-univerfal Com- 
plyance of the Clergy; few making any Oppoſition, and none 
almoſt abſolutely retufing Conformity ; - his Papiſts at that rime 
loved their Means fo well,.or found ſo little amiſs in the Reforma- 
tion, that-they readily complyed with all Changes. And as he 
thus abuſes and falfifies ZZeylin, ſo he doth Burnet; hefaith, yy 


[1] | 
the worſt Burnet can obarge Heylin with, s hu not vouching Anutho 
rity for what he ſays. and he So that 27 7s an untruth,that Hey- 
lin writ «pon uncertain grounds, as Burnet would infinuate. But 
Burnet in that place inſinuates no ſuch thing, but only ſays he 
ought to have vouched them, that people might have judged of 
their certainty. Feylin's own Teſtimony for his fidelity is nor to 
be taken in his own Cauſe ; and therefore Mr. M. vindicates him 
very ill, when he produces nothing elſe for him. He faith Do&or 
Burnet doth not produce one inſtance of any moment, wherein he dares 
ſay, Doftor Heylin is falſe. T hope Mr. M. would not quote any 
paſſage out of Z7eylin that was not of moment ; what if that 
paſſage that relates to the Duke of Sommerſet here quored, be re- 
corded falſly by ZZeylin, and taxt as falſe by Burnet 2 then Tbe- 
lieve every body will judge Mr. M. cither very ignorant or very 
malicious; and yet thus it is. Says Mr. MH. from Zeylin, The Duke 
of Sommerſet was ſo defetive in his Tudgment, as not to crave the 
benefit of bis Clergy, which might have ſaved his Life. Now look 
into Burnet ad Ann. 1531. pag. 186. 2 vol. and fee whether he 
have not theſe words, Some late Writers have made an Inference up- 
on his not claiming the benefit of Clergie, that he was thus lef? of God, 
not to plead prom, Joey 2 fince he had ſo mech invaded the Rights and 
Revenues of the Church; but in this they ſhewed their Innorance; for 
by the Statute, That Felony, of which he was found Guilty, was not to be 
purged by Clergie, ' — © 

The moſt likely excuſeTean make for Mr. is; that he neither 
read Burxet nor Heylin ; it he did, he either knew this, and con- 
ccal'd it; which makes him very difingenuous: or did not obſerye it; 
and fo he falls under the CharaQer of a thoughtlcfs Reader, thar 
could neither 'by his own.Obfervation,” nor the Admonition of 
Friends avoid picking out,andreperting fach an uncharitable falſc- 
hood. It were caſte to ſhew ſeveral falſchoods (even in thoſe things 
that arc moſt invidious to the Reformation) in Zey/ir's Hiſtory, 
obſerved and confuted by Birnet : one more particularly, in his 
:aying, that the Father of Queen opens was one of the Jury 
(chat condemfied her ; with which, as a falſhood, he raxcs ZZey/in 
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in his Adderda, pag. 363. firſt volume, where he fays, that Do 
tor Heylin took his as he. did many other things too eaſily upon 
Sanders's credit ; which {if true).is enough to blaſt the credit of his 
Book with all Proteſtants, nay-with all Men of Judgment that 
know what an infamous Lyar and Rebel Sanders was. 

Whereas thcrefore he intreats the Proteſtant Reader to peruſe 
DoCtor Z#eylin's Hiſtory of the; Reformation, we are content he 
ſhould doſo; and let him at the ſame time peruſe the Hiſtory of 
the Council of 7rext, written by Father Paw, and let him impar- 
tially judg which was carried on by the worſt Men and worſt Arts; 
the Reformation, or the Council. 

What Mr. 2. obje&ts ſurther in his Preface againſt Crawmer and 
the;other Reſormers, ſhall be conſidered in irs proper place. 


— 
O_ 


— 


CH AP. II. 


Come now to to examin the Pamphlet it felf, which confi 

of Three partS.; \.>- tr v6 _ 

1. A Letter to, His Grace the-Lord Primate of. /re/and: 

2. Of Three. paigts wherein he, eduld. nbt. fatisfie himſclf. | 

And 3dly. A con{uled heap of particulars at the latter end. 

As to the Letter; it is a. lictle ambiguous to whom ir is dire- 
ed; if to his old Patron, as-a civil Compliment at-raking leave, 
he had done well to have told the true Reaſon-why he forfook 
him. _ Your Grace: would not: get me a Biſhoptick, though often 
preſt and ſollicited by me; therefore I beg your leave to ſeek a 
new Patron,whoſe Mediation may be more eftectual. But perhaps 
Mr, M. means another man,. and then we may.reckon this as the 
firſt«Fruits of his: Conyerſion, ... Are) you taught /already:the Art 
ot Equiyocation 2. We ſhall lgarn.trom this what ſincerity we: may 
expect from you; and ſhall hardly believe you when you tell us 
rhat it was not any conſideration of Temporal Intereft inclined you 
' 'to be reconciled. If you valued. Temporal Intexeſt fo little, why 
were. you ſo carneſt, ſor a Proteſtant Biſhoprick?, Why did:iyou 
repine and mvurmur.fo much chat you; were-nvt preferred? mw 


[13] 


did you declare to ſeveral about a year ago, that yon was no Ro- 
man Catholick, but yet would not appear againſt the Church of 
Rome, becauſe you hoped to rife by help of Roman Catholicks? 
Why did you endeavour to ingratiate you felf by mcan Arts, and 
condeſcend even to the Office of an Informer? Why did you defcr 
publiſhing this Paper! ſuch as it is)which was rcady ſomctime before, 
till you thought you might be ſure of keeping the Profits of your 
Deanery? Either you are a Lay or Clergy man? It a Lay man; 
are not you abominably Sacrilegious, to have poſſeſſed, and ill 
retain the Revenue of a Clergy man? Why do you retain the 
Title of Dean in the Frontiſpicce of a Book, which is defigned to 
prove you to be no Prieſt,and conſequently incapable of ir. It your 
Orders had yielded you as much per annum as your Deancry doth, 
Have we not reaſon to belicye, you would no more have renoun- 
ced the one than the othcr 2 For ſhame, reſign our Church her 
own, ſince you have deſcrted her, or never talk of Conſcience. 
Till rhis be done, it is in vain for you to pretend that your hav- 
ing reflefled on the uncertainty and variety of the Proteſtant Spirit, 
or peruſed Catholick Books have undeceived you. Did you never 
reflect on the uncertainty or variety of the Proteſtant Spirit be- 
fore, that it ſhould have ſuch a mighty influcnce on you jult at 
this time? ſure there was preatcr varicty when you was firſt 
educared in the Colledge, and when you firſt centred into Orders 
than now. They talk'd much of the Spirit then, and you yce 
retain their language; if inſtcad of that Cant you had well Nludicd 
and conſidered the Principles of the Church which you have ler, 
you would have found that there neitiicr are ncr can be any more 
ccrtain and ſicady Principles of any Religion, than hers are. You 
make your ſelf a great Novice, that at this time a day pretend to 
be converted by perufirg the Maſs. In good carneſt, did you ne» 
yer read it before? it you did, how comes it to have ſuch influ- 
ence on you in King James the Second's rime, and fo littie in King 
Charles the Second's? All you pretend for yourſelf is, that you 
were then'under Prejudice, and deceived by falſe Reports, concern 
ing (that you call) the Catholick Religion: that is, The we 
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Dean -afrer near 130 -years ſtudy had' his Religion by hear-ſays, 
wanted Honeſty to be impartial, and either Induſtry or Mcans 
ro inform himſelf concerning the moſt material Controverſies 
that are on foot in the- Church. Which Controverſies arc ill 
the ſame, and the Arguments pro and cox of the ſame force they 
were before in every thing, except the alteration of one circum- 
ſtance, that is, worldly Advantage. Is not this a moR excellent 
Account of your Converſion > And whereas you tell His Grace, 
that al that have known you theſe ſeveral years can witneſs for you, 
that it was not any confideration of worldly Intereſt that inclined 
you; you arc obliged to beg His Graces pardon for your falſe In- 
formation : ſer, I can aſſure you, I have confulted many that have 
known you, and have not met one that can witneſs this for you 
But on the contrary, the moſt conclude, that it was the lirrle. 
grain of Worldly Advantage turn'd. the Scale for your new 
Church. This is therefore the true Account you ought to have 
given His Grace of your Reconcilement. 

$.-2, The ſecond part of Mr. M's Paper conſiſts of three points, 
wherein he proſeſſles, that he could never fatifie hiniſelf fince he be- 
gan to ludy the Controverſies between the two Churches. 

The firlt was, The Mifton or Authority of the firſt Reformers. 

The ſecond, The Want of Confeffron in the Church of England. 

And the third, Where w:that one holy Catholick Church we do 
profeſs to believe in the two Creeds 2 Py ; 

To the firſt of cheſe points I ſhall reply in this method. | 

x. I will put together all the Queſtions that he asks on this 
Head. | | | 
*,2. Conſider the Anſwers he praduces to them. 

And 3. The Obyections he has raiſed againſt the Reformation 
or Reformers. 2 No | 

x. Concerning -our Miſſion he asks in his Preface, pag. 3- 
What Prieſthood or Holy Orders had the firſt Refermers, but what 
they received from the hands of Roman Catholick Bifhops. | » + 

What Prieſthood or Holy Orders have Proteſtants, but what they 
confeſs to have received from Reman Catholick Biſhaps.2 Pag.12.-0f 
the Bamphlcr. *R.. ho 
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z. Who authorized the firſt Reformers to preach thetr Proteſtant 
Deftrine, and adminiſter their Prateſtant Sacraments 2 Pag. 1. of 
his Pamphlcr. 

T am not now diſputing what Doftrize he preached; but who ſent 
him to preach his Protgſtant Doctrine, and adminiſter his Proteſtant 
Sacraments? Tis not his Dottrine, but Miſſjon I am now enquiring 
after. Pag. 3. | 

3. Whether Cranmer and his Aſſociates could condemn the Church 
of: Rome by pretence of the Miſſion they received from her Biſhops 2 
Pag. 3. of his Preface, 

I underſtand not how any man can juſtifie his Proteſtant Do- 
Qrine by authority of his Popiſh Miſſron. Pag. 2. of his Pamphler. 

I muſt flill ask the old Queſtion; By whoſe Authority did he con- 
demn that Church, from whom he received his Miſſion > Pag. 3.of his 
Pamphler. 

The Archbiſhop of Canterbury, &c. at the time of their Conſecra- 
tion were profeſſed Roman Catholicks But afterwards turning 
Proteſtants and pronouncing the Church of Rome 1dolatrous, I wonld 

fain know by whoſe Anthority > Pag. 2. of his Pamphler. 

At the time of their Conſecration they profeſſed Seven Sacraments, 
Anno 1536. they retrencht them to three then to two, Anno 
1549. —— By whoſe Authority or Miſſion I cannot tell. Tbid. pag. 2. 

Again, Who gave them Authority to pronounce themjelves ſound 
Members, and the Church of Rome a corrupt Arm of the Catholick 
Church > Pag. 12. 


The Fourth Sett of Queſtions concerning Miſſion is on this 


Head; Preface p. 3. Whether a Presbyterian Minifter having re- 
ceived Orders from a Proteſtant Biſhop, can, by virtue of ſuch Orderr, 
pronounce the Church of England a corrupt Church 3 
 Tunderſland not how a man can. forſake the Church of England, 
and preach Presbyteriau Docrine by vertue of his Proteſtant Orders. 
Pag. 2. of his Pamphler. | 
Presbyterians being Interrogated, _—= Did that Church authoriſe 
you-to preach againſt the Sacraments or Liturgie? there was no An- 
ſwer to be had,” Pap. 3. a 
i 
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T defire to know, whether an honeſt man can preach againſt the 
Liturgie, Sacraments, or Conſtitution of any Church, by vertue of 
any Commiſſion be received from it 2 Ibid. 

So that no honeſt man can turn Presbyterian or Independant 
Preacher by wertue of his Proteſtant Mifton p. 4. | 

The fiſth Serr of Queſtions relating to Miſſion is, Pref. pag, 3. 
Whether an A of Parliament in France, Spain or Germany, be not 
& good an Authority for Popery there, as in EnglanJ for Prote- 


Slancy 2 
A Parliamentary Miſſion then our firſt Reformers had, and no 


other that I can find. p. 3. | 
$. 3. Before I come to a diſtin&t conſideration of each of theſe, 


I muſt obſerve that he waves the Diſpute concerning our Prieſt 


'ly or Epiſcopal Orders, whether walid or no; (Pamphl. pag. 1.) 


Now, if theſe are valid, either let him ſhew one Sacrament ad. 
miniſtred by Proteſtants, which theſe Charatters do not give them 
Power to celebrate : or one Articic of Faith that they teach, 
Which the ſame do not oblige them to teach : or elfe let him 
ask no more for their Miſſion, and Authority, to: teach their Do- 
Qrine, and adminiſter their Saccaments. If their Doctrine and Sa- 
craments are not 7heirs but Chriſts; they are not only ſent, but 
obliged by their Orders to adminiſter the one, and teach the o- 
ther, in the Churches wherein they arc appointed Paſtors. 

[ obſerve ſurther, that he manifeſtly contraditts himſelf in this 
matter ; for he makes Cranmer and Latimer the firſt Proteſtant 
Biſhops, and owns their Conſecration (p.2.) and yet alledges (p.3) 


_ that #7 # noeafe watter to findout who conſecrated the firſt Proteſtant 


Biſhops; becauſe, forſooth, there were none to do it, but Roman Ca- 


 tholick Biſhops, who never uſe to conſecrate any Proteſtants, But if he 


had read Maſon, and Archbiſhop Bramhal, he might have ſecn 
who ordained the firſt Reformers, and their Succeſſion ' to 
this day : and if he had conſulted Sir Fames Ware de Praeſulibus, 
he might have ſeen that there' wanted not Biſhops in Jreland 
willing ro conſecrate Proteſtants ; Primate Loftus being conſe. 


crated by the then Archbiſhop of Dublin, Dr. Curwin, who con- |, 
my p tinued 


(17] 
tinued in. his Archiepiſcopal See near fix years aftcr, and then by 
reaſon of his great Age was tranſlated to the Biſhoprick of Oxford 
at his own deſire. Antiquit. Oxon. de Aide Chriſti. 116.2. p291. 
Ware de praſulibus, Flib. in Archiepiſcops Dublinien/ibus, p.120. 

.Nor is the Teſtimony he produces out of Burnet from Queen 
Mary art all pertinent ; all that appears from that Tcitimony is, 
that they who were ordained according to the Form in our Com- 
mon Prayer Books are not lookt upon by the Queen ?o be ordered 
in very Deed ; bur there is no reaſon alledged tor it, nor incced 
can any be given, but becauſe ir was not done according to the 
Pontifical ; an ignorance excuſable at rhat time, when perhaps 
ſhe was informed that ſomething Eſſential was left out in our 
Form of Orders, or that the Pontifical with its Tricks was not a 
new thing ; whereas our Form of Ordination is more full! thenany 
of the ancicnt Forms, both in Subſtance Ez Ceremony ; and there- 
fore either the ancient Prieſts and Biſhops had no ſufficient Ordi- 
nation, or Queen Mary was miſinformed when ſhe did not reckon 
Ordination by the Common Prayer book ordering indeed. 

s 5. Having premiled this, I anſwer to his firſt Queſtion, wha? 
Prieſthood or holy Orders had the firſt Reformers, but what they con- 
feſs to have received from Roman Catholick Biſhops 2 It he mcan 
by Roman Catholick Biſhops, ſuch as own'd the Biſhop of Rome 
to be the ſupream univerſal Paſtor of the Catholick Church by 
Divine right, ro whom themſelves were by God made unappeala- 
bly. accountable, which is the Eſlcntial Charatter of a Roman 


Catholick ; the firſt Reformers received their Orders from no fuch 


_ Roman Catholicks. Whatever Roman Catholicks hold now, he 
© will never prove this to have been the declared ſence of the 
Church of England beforc the Retormation : and therefore the 
firſt Reformers cannot properly be ſaid to have received their Or- 
ders from Roman Catholicks, bur from the Church of Eng/and. 
There are two chings to be diſtinguiſhed in the Office of a Bi- 
' ſhop; one is, the Power or Capacity of governing the Church, 
interpreting Scripture, Conſecrating other Biſhops, Ordaining 
' Prieſts and Deacons, Offcring, Baptizing, and Confirming : the 
D 
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1 dejire to know, whether an honeſt m.n can preach againſt the 
- aLiturgie, Sacraments, or Conſtitution of any Church, by vertue of 
any Commiſſion he received from it 2 Ibid. 

So that no honeſt man can turn Presbyterian or Independant 
Preacher by wertue of his Proteſtant Mifton p. 4. | 
+ - The fifth Setr of Qaeſtions relating to Miſſion is, Pref. pag, 3. 
Whether an A of Parliament in France, Spain or Germany, be not 
& good an Authority for Popery there, as in England for Prote- 


Stancy 2 
A Parliamentary Miſſion then our firſt Reformers had, and no 


other that I can find. p. 3: | 

S. 3. Before I come to a diſtinCt conſideration of each of theſe, 
I muſt obſerve that he waves the Diſpute concerning our Pric/e- 
ly or Epiſcopal Orders, whether valid or no; (Pamphl. pag. 1.) 
Now, if the{& are valid, either let him ſhew one Sacrament ad. 
.miniſtred by Proteſtants, which theſe Charatters do not give them 
Power to celebrate : or one Articic of Faith that they teach, 
Which the ſame do not oblige them to teach : or elfe let him 
ask'no more for their Miſſion, and Authority, to: teach their Do- 
Qrine, and adminiſter their Saccaments. If their Doctrine and Sa- 
craments are not 7heirs but Chriſts; they are not only ſent, but 
obliged by their Orders. to adminiſter the one, and teach the o- 
ther, in the Churches wherein they are appointed Paſtors. 

{ obſerve further, that he manifeſtly contradits himſelf in this 
matter ; for he makes Cranmer and Latimer the firſt Proteſtant 
Biſhops, and owns their Conſecration (p.2.) and yet alledges (p.3) 
' that it # nocafe watter to findout who conſecrated the firſt Proteſtant 
Biſhops; becauſe, torſfooth, there were none to do it, but Roman Ca- 
 tholick Biſhops, who never uſe to conſecrate any Proteſtants,” | But if he 
had read Maſon», and Archbiſhop Brambal, he might have ſeen 
who . ordained the firſt Reformers, and their Succeſſion ' to 
this day : and if he had conſulted Sir Fames Ware de Preſulibus, 
he might have ſeen that there' wanted not Biſhops in Ireland 
willing ro confecrate Proteſtants ; Primate Loftus being conſe. 
crated by the then Archbjyſhop of Dabliv, Dr. Curwin, who con-_ 


tinued 
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tinued in. his Archiepiſcopal See near fix years after, and then by 
reaſon of his great Age was tranſlated to the Biſhoprick of Oxford 
at his own deſire. Antiquit. Oxon. de Aide Chriſti. 116.2. p291. 
Ware de preſulibus, Hib.in Archiepiſcopis Dublinienſibus, p.120. 

.Nor is the Teſtimony he produces out of Burnet from Qucen 
Mary art all pertinent ; all that appears from that Tcilimony is, 
that they who were ordained according to the Form in our Com- 
mon Prayer Books are not lookt upon by the Queen ?o Le ordered 
in very Deed ; bur there is no reaſon alledged tor it, nor incced 
can any be given, bur becauſe ir was not done according to the 
Pontifical; an ignorance excuſable at that time, when perhaps 
ſhe was informed that ſomething Eſſential was left out in our 
Form of Orders, or that the Pontifical with its Tricks was not a 
new thing ; whereas our Form of Ordination is more full chenany 
of the ancient Forms, both in Subſtance & Ceremony ; and there- 
fore either the ancient Prieſts and Biſhops had no ſufficient Ordi- 
nation, or Queen Mary was miſintormed when ſhe did not reckon 
Ordination by the Common Prayer book ordering indeed. 

$ 5. Having premiſed this, I anſwer to his firſt Queſtion, what 
Prieſthood or holy Orders had the firſt Reformers, but what they con- 
feſs to have received from Roman Catholick Biſhops 2 It he mean 
by Roman Catholick Biſhops, ſuch as own'd the Biſhop of Rome 
to be the ſupream univerlal Paſtor of the Catholick Church by 
Divine right, to whom themſelves were by God made unappeala- 
bly accountable, which is the Eſſential Character of a Roman 


Catholick ; the firſt Reformers received their Orders from no ſuch 


_ Roman Catholicks. Whatever Roman Catholicks hold now, he 
"will never prove this. to have been the declared ſence of the 
Church of England before the Retormation : and therefore the 
| ficft Reformers cannot properly be faid to have received their Or- 
dersirom Roman Catholicks, bur from the Church of Eng/and. 
. _ . There are two things to be diſtinguiſhed in the Office of a Bi- 
' hop; one is, the Power or Capacity of governing. the Church, 
interpreting Scripture, Conſecrating other Biſhops, Ordaining 
' Prieſts and Deacons, Offcring, Baptizing, and Confirming : the 
D 
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other is,the admitring the Biſhop fo impowered ro the exerciſe of 
that Power withincerrain Limits, which we call a Dioceſs. The firſt 
'of theſe is a Divine, and the fecond a Canonical Right. Now 
the firſt Reformers received rhe firſt of theſe, that is, their Orders 
from Chrift, by the hands of their Confecrators, who were Bi- 
ſhops of E»g/ard, not Rome. The ſecond of theſe they received 
likewiſe from the Laws and Conſtitutions of the Church and 
Kingdom of Exgland, not Rome: And it is to be obſerved that 
the Laws of the one were direAtly contrary to the Laws of the 
other, -anJ that the Biſhops of E£xg/and had rheir proper and im- 
_ {mediate Miſſion to their Churches by an Aurhoricy maintained in 
oppoſition to the Popes Power, which he endeavourcd as much as 
he could to aboliſh, but was not able; as may be ſeen in his Con- 
reſts with Chichely, Archbiſhop of Canterbury in Fenry the Sixth's 
time. Although therefore the firſt Reformers had their Orders 
from Biſhops in Communion with the Church of. Reme; yet it 
was as Chriftian Biſhops they Ordained, and as Engliſh Biſhops 
that they admitted the firſt Reformers to their Charges. 

Bur ſuppeſe they had no other Orders but what they received 
from the Biſhop of Rome himſelf; all that can be concluded from 
thence is, thar we are obliged to own, that the Orders'of Prieſt 
and Biſhop given by Roman Cartholicks are valid, and capacirate 
a man to perform all the Duties belonging to thoſe Offices in a 
Chriſtian Church, which we readily acknowledge, and charge the 
Popiſh Prieſts and Biſhops not wich want of Orders, but with a. 
buſing the Orders they have, to ill intents and purpoſes: The Ro- 
man Catholick Biſhops do not confer Orders as Reman, . but 
"Chriſtian Biſhops, their Orders are' Chriſtian Orders, and thoſe 
we hold ſufficient” ro all intents and purpoſes of the Reformation, 
and muſt do fo, till Mr. . or ſome body elfe prove them inſuf- 
ficient. | 
| He objeRts, pag. 2. That the firſt Reformers were Ordaingd 
"Rotan Catholick Biſhops, avid made themſelves Proteſtants, Which 
proceeds on an ignoratic ſuppoſition, that every man is ordained 
ro preach the Tenehrs'of his Ordainers, or elfe muſt _w_ = 


[19] 
Miſfion: whereas the Ordainers are only Inſtruments, but the 
Power is from Chriſt; and they are no more accountable to their 
Ordainers upon the account of being Ordained by them, then a 
man is accountable to a Lord Chancellor for the ule of his Power , 
becauſe he ſet-the Scal to his Patent by which he claims his Pow- 
er. In ſhort, a man is Ordaincd neither a Proteſtant nor a Papiſt 
but a Chriſtian Biſhop; his Miſſion is a Chriſtian Miſſion , ler 
him be ſent by whom he will ; and whoever gave him his Miſli- 
on, if he reach any DoCtrine but Chriſts, he is accurſed. Hence 
when the Donatiſts were very carnelt to 


know the Ordainers of Sr. Auguſt ine and Quid ad cauſam pertineat 


other Catholick Biſhops, they anſwer, He vericatis,uoiuſcujuſy; Epiſco- 
are not ſatuffed how the cauſe of Truth is Porn Teltimon is diviais, 
concerned, who was the Ordainer of any one; pater Deus et edodtus. Col, 
fince God' is ſhewn to be cur Father. And ©99%: 3: $2: 244. 
when they preſs {lili ro know the Ordain Fe 
ers, St. Auguſtine anſwers, I ſee they in- 245, OOO Ot 
fiſt on trifles. 

"Twas on this.Principle that Baptiſm and Ordination by Here- 
ticks were allowed in the Catholick Church, even becauſe they 
were Baptized Chriſtian Proſelites, and Ordained Chriſtian Bi- 
ſhops; and they were never thought to go beyond their Miſſion, 
becauſe they renounced the Errors of their Ordainers. 

If it be replied, that Hereticks making themſelves, of Hereticks, 
Catholick Biſhops, change for the berter; bur Papiſts making them- 


ſelves Proteſtant Biſhops, change for the worſe. I anſwer, this quits- 


the Plea of Miſſion, and brings-the Miſſion to the trial of the Do- 
QArine. If then Cranwmer and the reſt of the Roman Carholick Bi. 
thops made themſelves only truly Catholicks; they made them- 
ſelves nothing but what Chriſt had obliged them to in their Con- 
ſecration. He is the Father of Truth; the Children of Truth arc 
ewned by him as honeſtly begotten, and no By blows, as Mr. 1. 
would inſinuate, p.2. in which he has exactly tranſcribed not only 
the Argument of the Donatiſt Pezilzan againſt the Catholicks, bur 
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Ea mage aliquindo his very words, "The true Queſtion js there- 
- : 5 dicat, utrtſfn : ; - 

patris loco © habeant fore,” whether Cranmer and the firſt Reformers 
Czcilianum , ' ex quo. embraced and vindicated the Truth” in their 
dolnts chem; Changes; and let ini join ſe on this Point 
nies, non enim poteſt anges; an t-him join Tſfae on this Point 
aliqus res fine genera- when he pleaſes, we arc ready to anſwer him. 


tore ſuo naſci, aut ſine 
capite incipere, aut ſine radice ſua creſcere. Videt igitur Nobilitas tua ſe originem non 


habe:e fepius poteſtatum fi igitur originem non habet, ipſe eſt magis Hzreticus , qui 
non habet patrem, qui- habitum patrem judicio ſuo damnavit. Aſtipuletur igitur, ut fi 
criminolum parrem ejus conſtiterit, eum crimina teneant ; {i autem innocentem, ne- 
cefle Libkac eſe filich innocentis Coll. Carth. 3 Sett, 236, 


+. $ 6. To his ſecond Queſtion, Who authorized the firſt Reformers 


* fo Teach their Proteſtant Doftrine, and Adminiſter their Proteſtant. 


Sacraments 2 | 


 &:1 Anſwer, No body but himſelf would have asked ſuch a fool- 


iſh Queftion ; ſince rhe Proteſtants pretend to no Doctrine or Sa- 
ccaments peculiar to themſelves, or that:-may becalled Theirs, 
but only to the Doftrineand Sacraments of Chriſt received in the 
Catholick-Church : If the Proteſtants were guilty 'of«any fault, . 
it was not making new DoCtrines or Sacraments;'but-rejefting 
thoſe that ſome counted oid; and fo their Crime was natthe wanr- 
ing Miſſion or Authority to do what they did, but not uſing their 
Authority to. its full extent, to do and teach more: If they had 
power giventhem to Adminiſter ſeven Sacraments and adminiftred 

only two, as Mr. M. ſays, then it is a foolith thing to doubr their 
Authority to Miniſter thoſe. rwo; whereas they are rather ac- 
countable for their not Holding and Adminiſtring the other five : 
bur the truth is, they received in their Ordination power from 
Chrift, to admini/ter neither Proteſtant ner Popiſh; bur Chriſtian $a- 
craments; and Mr.M. neither has,nor can make it appear,that they 
Adminiſter any other, or omit any that Chriſt has commanded. 
He is aware of this Antwer in his filth page, and givesa reply 
to it; / pray (faith he)the Reader to remember that thu was the very 
Anſwer of Luther, Socinus, - Zuinglius, Calvin, and moſt other Re- 
formers : Let me pray theReader to obſerve, that this is nothing 
: to 


Tr2r) 
rothe purpoſe, it it were true; ſince we are not to believe every 
$pirit,but try the Spirits whether they be of. God. The falſe Pro- 
phers pretended to Revelation as well as the true, was neither 
rherefore-tobe believed 2 the falſe-Reformers, as well as the true, 
prerended topreach no newDoctrine,or adminiſter new Sacraments, 
but only the Doctrine and Sacraments of Jeſus Chriſt : Are neither 
therefore in the right 2 May not a gonad Anſwer be abuſed and 
miſapplyed 2 to clear therefore- this matter, we own what he con- 
tends for, that both trae Doftrine and exterual and lawful Miſſion are 
generally neceſſary to a regular preacher of the Goſpel, pag. 5. and if 
either of theſe are wanting, the perſon is not to be received. 
Which appears in the Prophets he mentions from Fer.23. ibid. 
who wanted not an external Miſſion, whatever Mr. M. imagines; 
for the Prophets are the Paſtors of. the people, againſt whom 
God pronounces a wo, verſe 1. and 2. of that Chaprer ; they are 
joyned with the Prieſts, verſe the 11th and 34. and their fault was 
not preaching without any Miſſion art all, but preaching falſe 
Doctrine ; for which no man can have a Miſſion, but even the 
Pope himſelf when.he doth fo, is to be rejected as a Seducer. If 
theſe very Prophers whom Mr. M. imagines to have had no MiC. 
ſion had taught true Doctrine, God would have approved them, 
verſe 22. Bus if they had ſtood in my Councel, and cauſed my peeple 
to hear my words, then they ſhould have turned them from their evil 
ways ; that is, God would have given them ſuccels : and when 
God ſays, verle 32.. 7 ſent them not, nor commanded them, it doth 
not relate to preaching, for God had commandcd the Prieſts and 
Prophets to preach ; bur it relates to the cauſing my people to err by 
their Lyes and Lightneſs, which is a good Argument againſt rhoie 
thag ſeduce: the people with Legends and Lyes, and Revelations, 
and falſe Miracles, and Doctcines of. Profit and Gain, whatever 

their Miſſion be. 

Now thele two things being neceſſary to a true Teacher, we 
affirm, that the fir! Retormers in Fng/and had both; not only 
the Licence and Approbation of the Church, as he liartes it, pag. 15. 
but her Ordination and Appoiniraent alſo according to the known 
rules 


" [Faz'F_. 

rales of conſtituting Paſtors. which ſome other Reformers do 
not pretend to ; and therefore all the Queſtion is, concerning the 
other CharaQer of a-true Paſtor, preaching true DoCtrine. Ii the 
firſt Reformers had preached Popiſh! Dofrine and adminiſtred Po- 
piſb Sacraments, I do not find but Mr. would -have thought 
they had Miſſion;enough :' but F Anſwer, that was not Chriſts de- 
ſien'in appointing Biſhops, but his deſign-was that they ſhould 

miniſter js.Sacraments and teach his. DoQrine. This all Biſhops 
are impowered and obliged to'do-3 and therefore till he ſhew thar 
there is. a difference- berween Chriſts DoQrine and Sacraments, 
and thoſe that Proteſtants Teach and Adminiſter, their Epiſcopal 
Ocders are ſufficient trowarrant them. | 

s 7. And fo I proceed ro his third Sett of Queſtions, wherher 
Cranmer a»dbu Affictates could condemn the Church of Rome, by 
preteuce- of the Miſſion received: from her Biſhops To which I 
anſwer, "Thar it by: condemning the Church. oft Rome, be meant 
anarhemarizing her, and cutting her off from the Body of Chriſt 
-by a judicial Sentence, as if we were her Supeniors ; (which con- 
demning- only is by authority.) We never thus condemned the- 
Church: of Rome: Faults we believe to be- in her chat; greatly 
need Reformation; but that Work we leave to her lawful Gover- 


or his Fellows doit by prerence of a Miſſionreceived from her Bi- 
ſhops, for: they received no Miſſion from her:Biſhops, bur: from- 
the Biſhops of Eug/and: Lis v 
. Bar then he proceeds to ask &y whoſe» Antbority did they con- 
demp the-Church from whom: they received their Miſſion ? F 

To give the World an-account of -this matter; it-is to beiob- 
ferved thar the fapream Government 'of our Church has always- 
been.in a National 'Councel br Convocation of our 'Cletgy; and 
that nor only We bur cvery National Church hath.the-ſame pow- 
er:of alrering all Rizes.and:Cercmonics, 'of abrogating and mak. 

ing. 
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ing-all-Eccleſiaſtical Conftirutions, and laſtly of 'reſorming all A- 
bu ſes and Corruptions crept into the Church ; which the " an 
Civil Power hath of altering the Civil Conſtitutions ; the Funda- 
mental Laws of Religion being preſerved inviolable inthe one, and 
of the State in the other. - | 

The Supream Eccleſiaſtical Power being lodged here, the next 
thing requiſite is a certain Rule and Method, according to which, 
Laws were to be paſt by it; and in-the proceedings about the 
Reformation all alterations being made by this Power,and in this 
Method, it follows that they were all made legally; and thar our 
Churches retrenching ſuch Ceremonies ourof the Service of God 
as were judged Ufelcfs, Bardenſom, or Superſtitious ; and ſuch O- 
pinions as were no part of the Chriſtian Faith, or corruptcd ir, 
was fio more to make a new Faith or Church, then to rctorm 
Abuſes in the Stare by ACtof Parliament-is to make a new King- 
dom. * Nor do: they that:thusmake a Reformation any more con- 
demn their Predeeeſlors, becauſe they Reform what was amiſs in 
their time; then Parliament Men condemn their Anceſtors when 
they-make a new Law. 

I do conſefs an honeſt Man cannot preach againſt the Liturgy, Sa- 
craments, or Conſtitution of a Church by vertue of any Commiſion from 
#t'; and thatno Church ought to be preſumed -to Authorize her 
Prieſts or Biſhops to go and preach the Goſpel after their private 
Sence or Conſcience, in contradittion to her declared Deftrine and 
"Worfhip ; and'that the Chureh of England gives no ſucb-power at 
thu day. But 1 deny this to be the cafe of «the firſt Reformers, 
who did not at&t as private men-in the Church when they Reform- 
ed ; buras repreſenting her in her Convocation, and by her Au- 
thoriry. Although therefore the Church of Bg/and oblige pri- 
vate Men nor rocontradidther allowed Orders; yer ſhe doth nor 
bind herſelf from-making ſuch Alreration in a Canonical way, as 
the ſees convenient, - or 1s'comvineed tobe neceſfary. 

If therefore 'Mr. M. can ſhew, that Cranmer and his Aſſociates 
-made the Alterations without-conſulrting her, he went indeed: be- 
yond his Commiſſion from her; bur-it the-aſſenced to all —_— 


”"_w 
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H: the: Alivion't was) good,. and.thoſe things that were re- 
moved -were- really. Errors; and. Corruptions;, .did -Crawmer - and 
his Aﬀeociates any more than what they; were Fig 5 ro Fg 
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| 1s Commillion-Qr 00, We muſt 
know: whether che Corruptions by reformed. Je real of, pre 
© -tended. + For:if they: were real, there/is'no doubt. bur he'was. ob- 
| cligadtolzeform.them;; none elſe being unger.a,degper: pag 7 
on than he..:»$6 then- Mr. Mis pellion, i9.gur. of 
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ther Ze, ard the other Men of Abilities were manifefily intoxicated 
with miſtakes of Foly Scripture, with a Spirit of perverſeneſs and de. 
fire of change 2 (pag 4.) And we are content to join Iſſue witl: 
him on theſe heads when he pleaſes. 

But perhaps though Crammer was obliged to reform what was 
amiſs ; yet he ought to have done it in a regular way : Whercas if 
we believe Mr. M. he drove on a Reformation againlt the major woe 
of the Engliſh Biſhops. It by this, he means Eſtabliſhing any thing 
withour their confent, 'tis a moſt notorious falſhood ; for in all he 
did, he had the unanimous vote and conſent of the major part of 
the Convocation, the uniyerſal ſubmiſſion of the Clergy, and ap- 
probation of the People.” If they complyed againit their Con- 

- ſrience, then by this we may fee how excellently the Maſs and 
Confeſſing had inſtrudted them in the Knowledge and Conſcience of 
their Duty ; when they fo readily complyed with all Alterations. 
Let him try, if he,can bring a Proteſtant Conyocation to an una- 
mous repeal of theſe things by ſuch moxives. Bur iſthe Clergy in 
aNational Councdl, and the people in obedicnce to them, or {rom 
their own {inclinations did comply in earneſt: what an idle Queſti- 
on.is it to ask, By what Authority Cranmer condemned that Church 
from "whom he reteirved hs Mifſon and Holy Order > when ſhe cor.- 
curred in all he did; and approved, nay, made all the Alterations 
in her Liturgy, Sacraments, and Conſtitutions that were made. 

. The true Queſtion therefore is, Whether the Church of England 


had full power to Reform herſelf without the conſent if the Pope 2 


For it is into his Supremacy all this Banter of Miſſion, and indeed 
the whole' Faith.of the Roman Church, as diſtin from the Ca 
tholick is 'refolved.” If the Church of Exg/and was not ſubjc to 
the Church of Reme, ſhe had fufficient Power to Reform herſelf : 
and the only: thing for which ſhe is accountable ro God, the 
World, arid her SubjeRs,-is the Goognefs of the Reformation. It 
that was'a good work, Cramer did well'in adviſing, and ſhe in 
decreeing it: bur if the Errors removed by the Refſc rmation were 
not real, but only pretended, as Mr, {. would pcriwade vs ; 
(bur will never be able to prove} Crarmer indeed was — 
II Or 


[26] 
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#8, The fourth ſert © olinns concerning Mil n/is of 
this head, whether.a Pre of Geol Miniſter. baving recezved ns 


from a Proteſtant Biſhop can by ilar of ſuch Orders pronognce the 
Church - of England a. corrupt. C burch,. or preach 9p her $atra: 
ments or Tifargy,. notwy ending Fer 1/ures:2 Hig. defign inthis 
Queftion, 1s to thew. that. th ormers, had. -no-more Ait- 
chority to preach againſt the ch urch, then. fuch a Presby- 
ter has to preach againſt our- Fram I cannot underfland how « 
ran can forſake the C burch of England, and preach Pregbyteriqn Do- 


@rine 


[27] 
«ftrine by vertue of his Proteſtant Miffion-; nor conſequently how any 
man can juſtifie his Proteſtant Dottrine by vertue of hs Popiſh Miſ 
(Soon. pag. 2, | 
a V{by niay not a Presbyterian, having the ſame Authority of Scrip- 
ture which Cranmer pretended to, preach againſt the Superſtition of 
«he-Common Prayer, as wel as he againſt the Idolatry of the Mas ? 
Þ-6. and more to the ſame purpoſe, p. 12. 

_ In Anſwer to this, I will ſhew firſt, why a Presbytcr or Biſhop, 
—_ not to-preach againſt the conſtitution of the Church where- 
of he is a Member in contradiCtion'to her Cenſures. And ſecondly, 
that this was not the firſt Reformers caſe. 

. I. -A Presbyter or Biſhop ought not to preach againſt the Con- 
ſlitution of the Church of which they are Members : Becauſe 
there'is a regular way in which they may endeavour a Reformari- 
on... It. they find any thing amiſs in her Diſcipline or DoQtrine, 
they may make their Application for redreſs of it to thoſe that 
have power to reform it ; but muſt not preſume being SubjeQts to 
uſurp their 'Governours Power : For this . is the caſe of private 
mens” reforming abuſcs in the State in ſpight of the King ; a re- 
medypenetally worſe then the diſeaſe. However in both Caſes 
private mien may fue for Redrefs, and in their proper Stations en. 
deavour it.” But if ſuch-a Biſhop or Presbyter be cex/ared and 
Suſj he is thereby diſcharged from the Execution of. his 
Office,/ and he'rmſt no more make a Schiſm to regain it, then 
one muſt*make'a Rebellion in'rthe ſtare ro regain a civil Office. 
this we urge, and T think with reaſon azainſt the Presbyterians and 
other Sets amongſt us, that either have no Ordination or Ap- 
poinemient to their Offices fromthe Church of Erg/and and 7re- 
land, ot elſe abuſe the Power againſt ber, which was once given 
them by her, and from which they are againlegally ſuſpended. 

- And as we urge this'againſt them,ſo likewiſe againſt Mr. and 
his:-party, who without any Miſſion from theſe Churches, do ac- 
cording to their private fence take a Commitſion from a Foreign 

Biſhop and Church, to preach againſt the declared Dotrine of 
that Chutch, to which by the Latv of Chriſt they are —_— 
þ $445 E 2 p 1ICM 
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Ther we count thoſe Rebels, who-when cenſured. and'condeme- 
'ncd by their own Churchesand Governors, againſt all the known 
Laws of 'our Church, flee from here Tribunal, and appeal ro Fo- 
reigners. And what Rebels or Fereticks will ever be convitied, 
(p 4.) if they may choaſe their own Judges, as theſe do? We do 
'not deny the Orders of the Church of Rome ; we own that ſhe 
can make Prieſts and Biſhops, but let Mr. M. ſhew that the Pope 
could cver give them Power toExerciſe their Office in theſe King- 
doms; ſince ir is diretly 'againſt the ancient Laws and Pradtice 
obſerved and enatted by our Anceſtors, and in force at the Re- 
formation. Tf a man like not the Orders therefore of his own 
Church he muſt be without Orders, cxcept he would be 'a Schiſ- 
matick and Deſerter, as Mc. M. has made himfelf.' ; : | 
---2. And this is ſufficient to ſhew that the caſe'of the firſt Re- 
formers was vaſtly different from the caſe of the'preſent Diſtenters, 
which is the ſecond thing I am to prove.. - The whole ſtrength of 
Mr. M's Paper doth really depend on: this parallel, and whoever 
reads it will find that the only conſiderable Argument he produ- 
ces, is, that the firſt Reformers Miſſion; could. not;be good;” be- 
cauſe the'Presbyrerians have as much to fay ſor;7heire: And that 
he can find no difference between. theſe two, only that: the {r/? 
Refvrmers were Authorized by Al of Parliament,. 1 have heard it 
given as the Charafter of | wit, that ir finds,out the likeneſs of 
things ; whereas it is the work of Judgement to. find out the dit- 
ferences : Now Mr. . having (whatever his Judgment may bc) 
apreat wit, no wonder if he could find no other diffexence be: 
twezn thoſe two caſes. His Wir could ſerve him. to find the like- 
neſs between the Presbyterians Caſe and Ours, but his Judement 
dorh not ferve himto find the Difference. - Now, it; he had been 
very inquifitive, he might have been. informed in this by bne-of 
the fare London Caſes, printed for 7homas Baſſett, Londoy, 1683. 
and writen-purpoſely to ſhew this Difference ; 'and *tis a wonder 
chat Mr M. whoſe ſtudy lay mych in Pamphlets miſt; it. - If he 
ſaw it, he onght to have ſhown thoſe Differences there aſtigned 
ro be none, before he parallelled the Cafes. ;Bur to help- his un- 
| | a derſtanding. 
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derſtanding I will ſhew three material Differences, beſides that of 

an At of Parliament; and beſides the truth of the Doctrine, which 
was really on the Reformers fide, and is only pretended to by 
Diſſenters. 

r. In. the condition of the Perſons that pretended to Re- 
orm. 

24y.. In the manner of their proceectng 

And 34. Inthe Principles they took for their Rule. 

Firſt, , Therefore there is a great difference in the condition of 
the firſt Reformers, and the preſent Diſſcnters ; theſe being only 
private perſons, at the beſt Presbyters overvoted by the major 
part of their Brethren : Whereas the firſt Reformers were Biſhops 
and the chicf Governors of the Church ; who had a Canonical 
as.well as Parliamentary Miſſion, and to which of right it did bc- 
long to Govern and Reform the Church, over whom they were 
made Overſeers by the Holy Ghoſt, Furthermore, the preſent 
Diſſenters were the Biſhops Subjects, accountable to them as their 
Superiors, and lyable to be diſcharged from their Office, and the 
benefirs of the. Communion of the Church by their Cenfure ; 
and ſo their Seperation from their Biſhops is a Schiſm ; thar is, 
an Eccleſiaſtical Rebellion : But the firſt Reformers were accoun- 
table to no Supcrior but Jeſus Chriſt ; they were his immediate 
Vicars, not the Pope's ; and thercſorc could not be guilty of any 
Rebellion againſt him. 

2. And as they were thus different in their condition, ſo they 
were likewiſe in the manner of their Proccedings ; for the firſt 
Reformers did ſtriftly forbid private perſons doing any thing of 
their own .hcad, as may be ſeen by the Proclamation ſcrt out 
Feb. 6. Ed. 6. Anno 2. and accordingly they managed the whole 
matter by publick Authority in a Regular way, according tothe 
ancient Forms of paſling Laws and making Alterations in the 
Church. Whereas both Presbyterians and Papifts ; that is, all 
Diſſenters, proceed on their own Heads in ſpiphr of their Lawſul 
Governours. Let a Presbyterjan take the ſame way to remove 


the pretended Superſtition of the Common Prayer book that the firſt 
| Re- 
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Reformers'took to remove the 7dolatry of the Maſs ; or let the 
Papifti'take the fame way to Eſtabliſh the Maſs that our firſt Re. 
formers tock to Aboliſh it, and doit, if they can: Bur if they will 
make uſe of another, way never allowed in the Church, and yer 
pretend to the fame' Power that the Biſhops 'of Emg/and had, he 
muſt be blind that doth not ſee the vanity of their prerences. 
Mr. 24. obſeryes well; +#2 thei not 'confidering thu matter hath 
Brought a world of Confulion on theſe Kingdoms, anil tHl the people 
ainderſtand it, we are never like to ſee an end of Religious diftracti- 
ons ; (pap.6.) for while men without ordinary Miſſion ſrom the Go- 
vernours of a Church, or without extraordinary Miſion teſtified 
&y miracke, ſhall be received by the people upon 'pretence they 
are ſent by a'Foreign Church, or that the' people themſelyes can 
declare them Commiſſionated by Chriſt, which are the pretences 
of Papifts and Difſenters ; what more peace can be hoped for in 
the Church, then in a State where ſuch things were allowed to 
be praticed? Why may not the Presbyterians refiſt their Lawfſul 
Governours, as well as the Papifts deny their Power, and queſti. 
on their Succeſſion though they have none to oppoſe to'it 2 - - 
The third difference between the Diſſeyters caſe in reſpe& of 
Us, and our caſe in reſpe&t of Papifts is in the- Principles on 
which our firſt Reformers proceeded. They did not-pretend as 
heſlanders them in his Preface to jaftife their Separation (for they 
neyer made any) by the Scriptures only as interpreted by them: 
Jehves, not only without, but againſt the Authority .of the preſent Ca- 
tholick Church. For on the contrary, except he mean by the Ca- 
tholick Church the particular Churchof Rome, and her adherents, 
the Catholick Church was for the Reformers, as they conceived ; 
and the preatee part of viſible Chriſtians concarred with them in 
their ſence of 'Scriprure, as to the moſt material controverſies 
berween our Church and Rowe. But the true Principles of the 
Reformation were ſach'as theſe, that 'the Catholick Faith ought 
to be always the fame in all/Apes, and could not receive Addi- 
tions or grow by time ;that riothing ſhould be an Article of Fairh 
to day that was not yeſterday ; and therefore nothing was = 
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be reckoned as Catholick Faith, but what was received ſemper, 

abique & ab omnibus, according to YVincentius's Rule ; and that 

nothing was thus Catholick, but what might be proved by Serip- 

ture taken in that ſence which hath not been contradicted -by 

Colonies Fathers. Theſe were the principles of the Reformers 
aith. 

Andin other things belonging to the Government and Polity of 
the Church,to Rites, Ceremonies, and Liturgies : *Twas their prin- 
ciple, that eyery National Church was at her own choice, how 
ſhe would order them ; and her Subjets ow'd her Obedience. 
Theſe are truly Catholick Principles founded on a Rock, the word 
of God interpreted by Catholick Tradition, and not on the pre- 
ſent Sentiments of any party of men, and are a ſufficient hedge 
againſt Hereſie and Schiſm, ſufficient to ſecure the good correſ- 
pondence of neighbouring, and the peace of particular Churches. 
Let any one compare this Bafis with that of the Roman Faith, and 
ler him-judge which is moſt ſolid ; whether that which is ſound- 
ed on the Scriptures as interpreted by all ages of the Church, or 


that which has only the Yoice of a part of the Yigble Church, and. 


the greater part againſt it. Theſe are the 2wo Baſes of the Refor- 
mation and Papery. 

To this Juſtificationno Seftary ean pretend, and though Luther 
and Calvin, &c. had really this warrant to reject the ſuper-added 
Articles of the” Church of Aeme, yet they differed in this, at 
leaſt ſome of them, that they did not think it neceſſary to wait 


the concurrence of their Governours, but concluded the major 


part of the Peoples joyning with them was- ſufficient, without 
regular Forms and Proceſs : and whether that may. be allowed 


in any caſe I leave Mr. M. and thenr to diſpute, for we'are not: 


concerned in-it, and they are of tull Age..to anſwer for them- 
ſelves, and he will find they can do it. 

Only he is not to be pardoned when be brings in Socinus an- 
ſwering- amongſt other Reformers, that he preached no new Do- 
Arine, nor adminiſtred any new Sacrament ; but only the Primitive 
Dottrive, &c. according to the ſence of the ancient Fathers, pa e 5 

whic 
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which plainly ſhews that he knew nothing of Sociuus his Opini- 
ons or Principles, who * poſitively denied 
the neceſſity of Baptiſm ; and+ proteſted 
CL td oh againſt being judged by that ſence the Fa- 
Voſeki Cul7 Ag 5, © thers or the Primitive Church have given 
of Scriptures. £7 

| Theſe are ſufficient to ſhew-the 'vaſt difference between the 
pretences of the preſent Diſlſenters, and the ds of our Re- 
formation. And that the Argument .he draws fromthe Obligation 
in Ordination layd on the. Presbyters of our Church, to mini/ter 
the Dodrine and Sacraments as this Church and Realm have received 
the. ſame according to the Commandnieuts of God, pag, 4. is of no 
ſorce againſt the Rf Reformers; though it obliged Mr. MH not to 
deſert our Church ; and the Nonconformiſts not to preach incon- 
tradition to her declared Doftrine and Worſhip. 

-$:9:: And-ſo-{ proceed to his filth Query: Whether an At of 
Parleament in France, Spain, or Germany, be not as good an autho- 
rity for Popery there, as in _ for Proteſtancy? ; 

| I ſuppoſe by an Act of Parliament, he means the Laws enacted 
regularly by the SupreamPowers of thoſe Nations, (which he igno- 
rantly expreſſes by an 9 =_ ny and tothis Janfwer, That 
if any Religion is to ithed in:any' Kingdom by temporal 
Revtarde Pubilhinen ts, tO ages Dillon, Ind terrifi 
the Diſobedient; the Supream Powers of every Nation only can 
thus cſtabliſh that Religion ; and they themſelves arc ſole Judges 
with what temporal Rewards and Punifhments, and how far they 
will-cftabiiſh it: and- they are anſwerable only to-God-for- their 
aCtings herein. 1(* therefore the Supream Civil Government in 
France or Spain {ct up Popery, a Man muſt fubmit to it, or burn 
ſor it, if. the Law be ſo: and fuch a Law, though ic 'is unjuſt, is 
as forceable for a falſe Religion as a true. 

| Bur-there is another way of eſtabliſhing a Religion, and that is 
by convincing Mens Minds that the Religion is true; and thar, 
according .as men ' cordially embrace: it, - they ſhall bo ſecured 
of. the Divine Favor and be happy in the next World. _—_ 
EP tis 
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this by the Chriſtian Raligion of which they are ſo convinced, 
one Principle of ;it is, that the Profeſſors thereof ought to aſloci- 
ate themſclves.intg)a Body,;and that Chriſt the Author thereof has 
appointed Governors who arc to deſcend in Succeſſion ; and that 
to theſe, regularly appointed, a due Obedience is to be paid, as 
Men value the Rewards or' Puniſhments of the next life. Now 
Men, thus perſwaded, .cannot think an Act of; the Civil Gover. 
nors alone, a ſufficient Commiſſion for any one to undertake the 
FunCtion of a Spiritual Paſtor, any more then an AC of theſe Spi- 
ritual Paſtors is ſufficient to capacitate and commiſſtonate a Man 
to diſcharge a Civil FunCQtion : and therefore Mr. MH. argues very 
unneceſfarily againſt the Parliaments Power to preach or admini- 
fter Sacraments, pag. 3. ſince the 27th Article of our Church de- 
nies expreſly that Power to the Civil Governors. I ſuppoſe I have 
ſufficiently ſhewn that our firſt Reformers had a Canonical as 
well as Parliamentary Miſſion, and I fuppoſe that this Cano- 
nical Miſſion is nothing the leſs valid, becauſe the other goes along 
with it. | 

But then it may be objetted; Have not France and Spain an 
A&t of the Church, as well as State, for eſtabliſhing their Religion 2 
I anſwer, they have; and ſo has Mahometiſm in 7urkey an Act 
of what they count the Church for its eſtabliſhment. Aad there- 
fore it is not ſufficient that the Power that eſtabliſhes a Religion 
be competent ; and the Methods regular by which ir is ſettled: 
but likewile it is neceſſary that the Religion be true in it felf: and 
therefore a Man muſt examine whether the Chriſtian Religion be 
more purely & truly taught 'and eſtabliſhed in Exg/and, or in Spain, 
before he cither reje& or embrace the one or the other. For a talſe 
Reiigion may have all che regular ſettlements that a true can have; 
and ,the Profeſſors thereof being conſcious of irs weakneſs, are 
often more induſtrious to make the accidental fecurity the ſtronger. 
and1 do affirm that there is not one Argument in this Paper urg- 
ed by Mr. M4 againſt Proteſtants, but might with equal advantage 
be urged mutatis mutand;is againſt convert Chriſtians in a Maho- 
metan Country; and this alone is ſufficient ro ſhew them all ro be 

| | F uncoſt- 
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encoticlaſive. The way therefore'for (every 'man'to be fatisfied 
in his. Religion isro-examine ir a patt from the x by ted. xm 
rages of it, and chooſe thar which has:belt reaſo1is'66 recommend 
i : for a manioupht to chooſe his'Church by his Religion, and 
not his Religion by 'his Church. | | 

_ Bur he asks i» caſe there be wo jualge to determine who have the 
true ſence of Scripture, Roman'Catholicks or Proteſtants, whether 
the Cathalick ſente be not as goodl a1 the Proteſtants > (Pref p;,) I 
were a ſufficient Anſwer to this,'to put another caſe like itto hin 
m the perfonof a Turk: And it is this, in cafe there is no Judge 
to determine; (as T know of none, ſaith the Turk,) which is x ot 
Word of God, the B7bte, or the Alcborav. Why ſhould not the 
Affirmation of us Muffetwians, (who are all ready to. vouch to the 
death for the Ahoran, and are rwice the number of you Cbrif+- 
@15,) be as good authority for Men to believe the 4/choran came 
from God,. as your vouching for your Bibles is fafficient'to per: 
ſwade men to( believe tharthey came from him. 

* But Ido not love to ſhift off a Queſtion, and therefore rell him 
that:the ſence pur by Roman Catholicks on the Scripture,is not ſo 
good as theſence pur on them by the Proteſtants. It ic were; they 
would not be afraid co put it to the World, and ler every perſon 
that is equally concerncd jugpe for himſelt + 'bur they had rather 
appeal rothemiſelves as Judpes,and then they arc ſure of the cauſe, 
- - But then herells us, that be could never underflandwhat Unity of 
Spirit, or agreement -in Faith Chriſtians are like to have, (page 3.) 
upon theſe Principles. | 
.- To which b Anſwer, more then they have now. HNational. 
Churches were left to be povern'd bythemſelves, and the Subjects. 
of each Churchbound to adhere to their immediateGovernors in all 
quarrels with Neighbouring Churches,thoſe contentions muſt ſoon 
come-to an'end, as the quarrel between St. Eyprian and Srephen 
did. For when the Governours of differing Churches find that 
. they cannot hurt one another, or advantage themſelves by de- 
nyal 'o:: Communion ; (as it muſt be when the one Church doth. 
ge rai a Battion 0 fue with it inthe och the quart muſ 
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ſoon, ceaſe ; ſor'the thing that: make quarrels. endleſs is interct. 
Burt if it once be. counted; Lawful ' fot ene-Church-to ger a-party 
in the others Precins, and-ſct up Altar againſt Altar in the fame 
place, this will continue the-Schiſm, and is the very fundamental 
reaſon ot the breaches of Charity amongſt Chriſtians that now 
peſter Chriſtendom, which- are much: worſe than Diviſions in 
Faith,, And thus I haye; Anſwered all his Queſtions, and conſider- 
cd all the Replies he made 40/theſe Anſwers he himſelf was plea- 
ſed to oblerye, which were the twokirſt things I undertook on 
this head. | 

$ 10.: I ſhall in the third-place conſider the. objetions he makes 
againſt the.Reformers'as.ro-their' Lives and Principles. If I had a 
mind to-ſhuffle as -he does,\] would Anſwer with him, pag. 13. 
As for the ill'Prattices of ſome, and the ill Opinions of other Refor- 
mers, which Papifts are wont to charge upon the Reformation, 7 paſs 
them ever as no Argument at all. In our Articles and Canons ax un- 
prejudiced Reader ſhall find nothing but what i judicious and pious. 
But his ſlanders;are fo malicious that they ought not to be paſt 
oycr without Animadverſion. 

Firſt therefore againſt Sommerſet and Dudley, whom he calls 
grand Reformers , he objefts Sacriledge and Plundering the 
Church. But as for Dadley, we are not-obliged to detend him : 
he was: a falſe Brother ; being as he profeſſed at his death al- 
ways a Papiſt in his heart : and no wonder fuch Villains ſhould 
pervert the moſt innocent deſign to their own advantage ; 
ſince'there was a Judascyen among the Apoſties, who minded 
only-the Bag, Semmerſet was notclear from the fame-vice. Bur it 
is to beconſidered that the Pope had taught them all this Lefion 
by | his example and wicked! management of the Gogds: of the 
Church. *T was he firſt gave the proper Parrimony of rhe Church, 
even Tithes to-Lay-men, to uſeleſs and idle Monks and Fryers ; 
it was he that by making a trade. of Simony and Sacriledge rook 
off mer's-veneration for Holy things, and made Noble Men be- 
lieve that Eflates were as well beſtowed 1ntheir hands as to enrich 


a Forreigner. Whoever reads our Chronicles will fma this m 
F 3 the 
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ie ground of the Dilapidation-of .the Goods of the Church, 
This took off rhe Conſcience6f 'Robbing: her: 
+: AS or Craxmer/and the:Billiops,” they did: whatichey could to 
kindar ir;:bur:were' forced: to Iuy God's' truth and the eſtabliſh- 
mentahereof at the rate of ſorme'of their wordly Goods ; a'bar- 
in Mr... would never hive made;\nor any one'that values the 
only: for hep) outward: ur{ © But"thie-Refotmers 
hearts: were" 1ide::{o- full :of the World;3and yer chey ever efts: 
bliſhed one: Artiele:ov Canor that allows Sacriledpe: '- 
 $ 12. But he proceeds and objedts againſt Cranmer: 1. bis 
Opimzans, '2. wee" "ior Allis Frm Treaſor, nd pain mg Queen 
e, 5. his\Dt "R81[ig#0its + bs wh h bor 
bis, 6; in ®-Eanget 6 ding after New Liy be bee nl 7. 
and that Fs > fs Fire out "upon the 
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F'2 Cranmer's O :\In his Preface Mr. M objeds to him 
—_— Gd by.the $cxipra Scriptures ”o Conſecration. #5 \ necefſary 10a Prieſt 
1p; only Appointment 5 and then; that the-power of Excom- 


' munication fe 9 pag the Laws of ' the Layd* "but he doth 
' not: ablerve. Cramer. did” only. __ propoſe theſe, and 


did ans wir them, as maybe ſeen in'his-Subſeriprion; 
nay; upotebetecr information; ther, as 2 'by his 
ſigning: whtoi's: to the contrary: & it:looks 


lke-a. providence th: rthould eras ſbnie'of theſe Opt 
nions:;:For by this it plainly: appears that he'did-not influence the 
Reformation ſa-much as ro-make his private one paſs for 
the DoQtrine:of the: Church,1as ſome have with wh 
pretented;; and Mr: 2M M. amongſt the teſt; who doth-diſſemble- (or 


his reading; doth-probably-notknow) the original 'of 

Toe aureg ary wil others! mo orig con: 
the diſtin&i6n of Civil & Ecclefiaſtical Power, which was 

mig, ae ua hadmade: ns PROTO Pow: 


_—_ danny i hl te ling Keira Princes : of i 


wk. there: were freſh! _—_— at that time;: Yearticalarly; the 
depoſing 
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_ | depoſing Zenry VIIT. and abfolving his SubjeAs from their Al- 
legiance by Paul IIT. This having confounded the two Powers; no 
. wonder-that men could not on a ſudden clear their eyes fo as 
exattly to ſee the limits ; or if Craumer, being well aſſured of the 
Popes uſurpation, did on the other hand art firſt give roo much to 
the Prince; . which yer on- ſecond thoughts, finding himſelf fin- 
in it, he recalled, and joined with the reſt in ſubſcribing 
the publick DoQrine'direfly contrary to his former private Opt 
nion. Burnet's firſt volume, Addenda, page 327. 

Whereas the Pope the head of Mr. 4's Church was in as great 
an Error as Cranmer,and for which there was leſs ground, and yer 
neither He nor his Succeſſors have retraftediit to this day. Let 
the World judge of the diſcretion: of this man who forſakes a 
Church, becauſe one of the Reformers had an odd opinion, which 
he Retratted, and eſtabliſhed the contrary in the Church ; and 
yet joins With. a Church ; whoſe Head at the ſame time proſel- 
ſed. and impoſed as greatan Error, and which ſtands yet unre- 
canted;, . *-, 

F x3. The ſecond ObjeCtion againſt Cranmer, is -his Recantation 
far fear of Death ; bur let the World confider whether. he or they 
that put him to that fear for his Religion were moſt guilty : and 

ler Mr. M. ſay, whether he be fo ſure of hisconſtancy. in his new 
:Religion, that he would be contented to be counted a Villain, if 
ſear of death ſhould make him deſert it; and then why ſhould 
not he allow ſomething to humane frailty? 

$. 14. Bur he ObjeQts in the third place, that Cranmer ſub/cribed 
a Letter for the Exclufion of hs Lawful Princeſs : But whoever 
reads the Hiſtory will find that he was brought with greater dif- 
. ficulty-then any to ſubſcribe to her Excluſion, and not till after 


. the King, the whole. Privy-Councel, and Judges had ſignedit ; 


this then was a point of Law in which he was not ſingular. 
Mr. M. takes the liberty to queſtion Queen Elizabeth's Title, and 
Aure it-was no greater fault, inCrammer to queſtion Queen Mary's 
.after the Qpinion of the Judggsgivenagainſt her. There is great 
difference between Rebellion againſt a King of undoubted Thing 
w. | an 
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- and being engaged on: a ſide where the Tide is realy doubrſu]. 
| The-fift is r wickednefs, -and'rhe laſta:grear infeliciry.. 
”' $ #5. His fourth Objetiort is'the Diverring / Quren Catherine ; 
but ir was not-only Erammer's Opinion, but the opinion of moſt 
learned Men' in Ezrope, that her Marriage to- the King was null. 
How werfuous or innocent ſocver Mr.M reckons her ; Crawmer was 
'#n the right when he” and alfthe:Biſhops of Zeg/and ſo judged ir. 
The -ſcruple was firſt raiſed in the King by the Amba of 
Spain, and further confirmed by thoſe of France before any in- 
 trigue with Amr Boleyn. 

.$ 16; His fiſth Objeftion is difolving Religious Fuſes and 
GS ho dim ReligiousHouſes; if his Councel had be 

AS to his di Retipi U " , een 
taken, ithad wands. the advantage of Religion and the Kingp- 
dom, and 1'do not find that cither have loſt by iras ir is. As 
for his Hanging up the Abbots, this is one of Sexders's lyes tran- 
og hy ſcribed 'by Heylin, in his Hiſtory,” who tells -us 
1537- P'S. of the Executing of ſome Abbots and other Religious 

-: Perſons for their ſtiffneſs, (if 1 may not call it perverſe- 
neſs) in oppoſing the Kings defires : But this is confuted. by 

--- *- Burnet, Who ſhews that the Abbots were art- 
| obike. pa rainted neither for /rfe/snor perverſereſs, but down- 
- *#8*7* right aCual Rebellion, thar is raking Arms againſt 
their Soveraign, or ſending Mony to thoſe thatdid. " 

5 r7. Sixthly, His erting people a madding after New Lights; 
that is; heallowed-people the uſe of their Eyes and Ears, and did 
notthink Tpnorance the Morher of Devorion, or that peoples De- . 
vetion or Religionwas more acceptable'to God, Becanfe-they did 
mr underſtand'ir ; of any other'fetring people a madding after 
New Lights,Cranmer never wasGuilty : And thus Chriſtianity fer 
the World near 1700 years ago a madding, and was accuſed by 
the Heathen for'ir. of y 

$18: Bur he objefts, laſtly;"Zhar' Cromwel and Cranmer were 
the Ringleatders of all that Confufion-aue- Miſchitf, which has fince 

Gro ont on the flage of Britain. This 
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"This is to charge rhem home, and would do their work in 
carneft, if 'true ; bur the beſt of it is, that it wants Proof and 
Truth : for the Times ſince the Reformation have been as ſignal 
for Picty and Faltice, as any like rra&t of rime before, and ble. 
ſed with the longeſt and moſt flouriſhing Peace thar , perhaps, 
ever was ſeen in E»g/ant for the ſpace of, at leaſt, 80 years, in 
which it was carried to the higheſt pitch of Glory that ever ir 
reached. 

And beſides alt this, many Confuſions and Miſchiefs that hap- 
pened ſince in theſe Kingdoms proceeded clearly fronr other 
hands. Pray, were Cranmer and Cromwe! the Ringleaders of 7y- 
romes Wars? and of the Maſſacre of the Proteſtants in 1641 ? 
which were the greateſt Confuſions in /reland ſince the Refor- 
mation. Were they the Ringleaders of Four Rebellions in Z/enry 
the Eighth's time 2 of the Four in Edward the Sixth's, or the 
Rebellion and Plots in Queen Elizabeths > Theſe were never- 
theleſs ſome of the Conſutions ſince on the fiape of Britain. 

Bur a preat many Setts have riſen ſince, of which the Refor- 
mation was the occaſion, if we believe Mr. M. T anſwer, Chriſti- 
aniry was the cauſe of as many, and the Grace of God it ſelf was 
abuſed. Bur it is to be obſerved, that the firſt Set that opened 
the Gap, and introduced all the reſt was POPERY, planted: 
amongſt us by the Emiſſaries of Rome. Theſe broke the Hedge, 
and fhewed the way of Separation ; others only imitated them, 
and tranſcribed their Praftices and Principles , thinking they 
might as well teach men by their own Authority, as by a Forcign 
Commiſſion ; and it is like, that ſuch as favour them now, ſer 
them'on at firſt, purpoſely ro make them a-Clog and Objeftion' 
ro the Reformation. 

Two means we do own, Papiſts have to prevent Sets, that 
we want, Ignorance and the Inquiſition; in a profound Tgno- 
rance, as in a dark night all rhings are ſilent ; but there will be 
a buſtle and ſtir among men, while the Sun ſhines. And for the 
js ar it is the true Ram to beat down Herefie, Viſ:Concil, Tri- 
and defend the Apoſtolick See; it we believe Paul TV, I 


Bur we beg, His, Holineſs's;Pardon ; we. had rather ſuffer all ont 
Sed, it they.,were more, than admic theſe Remedies; which 
aſter all are nor effeftual, as we may ſee from the new. SeQts- in. 
Ttaly ; and we cannot. think thoſe the only fir means ro prevent. 
Diviſions in Chriſtianity, which may as well be applied to keep 


i out, and preſerve Unionamongſt Infidels: 
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$ I. A Nd now I come to the ſecond Point , wherein Mr. M. 
| A. was diſſatisfied, which he tells us, was the Want of Con- 
feſſion to a Prieſt. - X 

There is ſo little looks like Reafon-on this Head, that it is 
| harder to find out what he-intends for Argument in it ; than to 
anſwer ic, I will.do him juſtice, and conſider even thar little he 
| has ſaid. And that in this method. | 

_ x. 1 will lay down the Dottrine of our Church concerning Con- 
feſſion. How far ſhe declares it neceſſary, and how far expedi- 
ent only : from 'whenee it -will appear, that -Confeſſion is nor 
wanting in her. - | | 
; 2. I will-conſider what .he has produced in fayour of its neceſ- 
: , or expediency. SY ; PI 144 $5 
| Yr firſt of her ſeems neceſſary to- be handled:; becauſe he 
tells us, that he dvers times diſcourſed with Proteſtant Minifters, 
and ſome Proteſtant Biſhops, about this matter ; and was ſorry to 
find no Harmony in their Opinions. p. 6. Now let us ſuppoſe it 
were true, thar private men differ'd in their Opinions about ſome 
matters relating to Conſeffion ; yet it were'nothing to the pur» 

ſe: at leaſt, it could, be ne reaſonable motive to go from usto 
the Church of Rome, ſince her private Doors differ as much abour. 
it. Some of which ſay, that the Prieſt ought. to rake the Peni- 
rents word, and grant him Abſojution ; although he do. not be-+ 
lieve his profeſſion of Repentance to be ſincere. Others hold, 
that the Conteſlor ought to be ſatisfied of the Penitents Ry 


(4r] | 

before he abſolve him. © Some fay Arrritien with Abſolution is 
ſufficient ro | obrain Remiffion of- Sins ; others ſay Contrition is 
noceſry';' which is: as material a difference a3 almoſt cane. 
Many ſuch differences there are amongſt them, and the one par- 
ty accuſes the orher of Hereſie for their differing Opinions ; and 
yctit ſecms this want of Harmony amongſt the Romay Dofors 
and Biſhops ditknor hinder Mr. 4. from embracing their Religion. 
It was therefore very partially done to leave Our Church for 3 
pretended differente.: among(t” our DeGtors : For let us take the 
Difference as he:repreſents it, and ir'is really no more. Seme 


faid *twas a thing allowed by the Church" of England as very expe. 


dient in ſome Caſes, but no matter of neceſſity; others thought it but a 
Picklock of Secrets, and a matter of ill conſequence. Methinks there 
isa very good Harmony berween theſe, and that the fame Men 
might have ſaid both: at-lcaſt the Opinions are eaſily reconciled, 
nce both. agree that in all caſes 7t « no matter of neceſſity ; and 
ither deny; 2hat in. ſome caſes. it very expedient : Notwith: 
ſtanding which it may be in other caſes, but a Pick lock of Secrets, 
and matter of ill conſequence. Where is the diſagreement or con- 
tradiction between 'theſe two 2 To give Mr. M. back one of his 
ewn Arguments, for my part 7 do wot underſtand it. 

s 2. Thave read a 'prear many Proteſtant Books, and conſul. 

ted bothyDivines/and Biſhops ; and do profeſs that I have found 
them very well agreed in theſe things. 
- Firſt; Thatevery Sinner ought to be heartily ſenſible of every 
Sin he has committed,and acknowledge it before God with ſhame 
and ſorrow ; and that he'can expett no Pardon from God till he 
aQuually abhor and' forſake 'the Sin. Wherever Confeſſion is 
mentioned in Scripture, it is to be' underſtood of this kind of 
Conſcſiion ; cxcept the Circumſtances manifeſtly derermine the 
fence otherwiſe. This Confeſſion alone was ſufficient to obtain 
Remiſſion of Sins under the Old Law, Pfal. 32. 5. without Au- 
ricular Confeſſion to a Prieſt. | 

2. Iris neceſſary to Conſeſs and Acknowledge ſuch Sins as in- 
jure our Neighbours, rot only to God; bur likewiſe to the injured 
2:23 { G perſon 
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__ AE HO to be. found; -the Reſtitation is to be 
x to God for: ſomeCiuritable wſc;-according to; the advice of 
{we po yen, arr by God himſcif, :Zew: 6; 
her Exhottationito the Com- 
a. "mw > } 9v6 omg gym 07 200% pilgimer wank 216 
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f. Abfglution 1s, fiect{ary to-a perfor thus. catled ro: an 
her,-where-irmay be-had; incither can he be abſolved 
his:Sin,wighout ſubmittngito her Orders.:\; Thisappears 10 

oy ice. _ Church, from:the Rubrick the Golnmution 
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fore then: 1s -any idqubt /or fcrupleina Matoenind- cnn 
cerning . the Tipton an AQion; whether| : it:be-good: or cvil ; 


concerning his 6% _ 4 be fancere-and fuffs 
GIENL;. cnn th A Wy © attain to this true 
Repentance : In the-Sinaer'is: obliged. r6 


repair to his Weval Gn Guide et eſolution,:: Countel-and Ds 
Rag \This is qe by Our Chuceb-in cuddhotration 

r gives wazmng forrhe Communion... 

[$+, ATT Oreo Guir Lyes heavyton.the-Ednſcieneeios. a 
Sinner; ſo that there io danger of ;his; being ſwallowed! uwpby: roo 
r.uch RON he ao finds his Spirit-thus wounded is;required to. 
have recourſe to Spiritual Phyſician 3 that by the: Miniftry of 
Gods word, be may receive. ther Sencfit - of  Ablolution.. As Out 
Church bas exprelt it.jm hor. Exharration, whole words Mr. Mchas 
corrupted (that he might find an occaGiontocavil;) firſt by alled 
ing this. Provifo as hers in the matter, of; Conleflion ; if a Manle 
troubled with. any, doubts. | or. ſeruples'; | Whereas he uſes no fuch 

2 words 
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words, either. #n ber. Offce' for Communion, or Yifitation of 
the Sick;: '\which are the two 'phaces he alledges for them!" And 
Secondly, by-leaving out theſe words, 'but if any one requires far- 
ther comfort -or counſel, in this following Sentence; If there be any 
of you, who by this means cannot quiet his own Conſcience herein, but 
requires farther comfort or counſel: Jet him come to Me, or ſome 
other diſcreet aud learted Miniſter, and open his grief. Where the 
words he has left out make her ſence plain, that ſhe requires men 
to come to a Prieſt, not only in caſes of Scruples and Doubts, 
bur likewiſe of Grief trom the ſence of Guilt : and that ſhe pro- 
poſes Advice-and Counſel as a remedy for theone, and Abſoluti- 
on as a remedy for the other. * Which clearly deſtroys Mr. M's 
ſurmiſe; as if Confefton in our Chutch were for nothing elſe but ts 
be reſolved in our Scruples aud Doubts. 

6. Conſfeſlion to a Prieſt, even of ſecret Sins, is counted with 
us an act of..Mortification, and of great uſes in moſt cafes: as it 
is'of great uſe and-ſafery ro confult a Phyſician at any time when 
one finds himſelf ſick : this is preſcribed by the 1924 Canon of 
the Church of [reland. Tc is counted a great Wickedneſs for the 
Prieſt to reveal any ſuch Confeſſion. And it is forbidden ander 
the pain of irregularity, by the 64. Canon. 

7. It is not-necetfary by any Divine Command, that a man 
ſhould diſcover every Sin to a Prieſt, though he may be had, any 
more than it is neceſſary every time a man is fick to ſend for a 
Phyſician. And therefore Auricular Confeſſion is not the only 
way for obtaining Pardon of Sins committed after Baptiſm. 

.. From theſe things, in which' our Biſhops and Divines are all a- 
greed, though Mr. M.-ſhanders them for want of harmony, it ap- 
pears, that neither publick -nor private Confeſtion is wanting in 
our Church, and ir cam no more-be faid hat Conleffion to a 
Prieſt.is wanting in her; becauſe ſhe doth nor oblige all People 
to\it' under - penalty: of Damnation, theni a'QCity can be faid ro 
want Water, where the Fountains are full and open, only becauſe 
Menare not obliged under pain'of Deatfi-ro' uſe them, | 
- If therefore Mr."M+ means'any thing when he profeſles —_ 
bc G 2 | ij 


| ifaticfedt with the want af Conſeſhes to aPricft ;"h6 muſt mean; 
the. want, of-a-Law-to oblige altl-men-whorhopefor pardon of any 
fo, . ro conſeſs-3t- in paxticular to the! Prieſt; "and receive his Ab- 
ſolution for ir. . We-muſt own that -we have no fuch Law in our 
Church, - 'Bar the reaſon of that want is; becauſe neither Chriſt 
nor. his Apoltles leſt us any ſuch. t | 


.." $:3. Jt/was- incumbent. vn him, before he lefr our Church on 
that account, to produce this Law, and ſhew Confeſſion to be o- 
therwie neceſſary then as-is taught and practiſed by her. Let 
us. therefore examine what-he has ſaid on this head, | 
And here the only thing produced by him for the neceſſity of 
to.a Prieſt,. which-looks 1tke-an Argument, is conrain: 
words,- þ\ 7+ - if (wer eonfeſs: our Sins, 'God u faithful and 
orgrve us our Sins, ſaith St.\Fohn. ' Faithful 'and Fuſt, to 
what ? even. to bis own promiſe which he hath' thrice repeated in the 
Goſpe!.;. whaſoevers $ws:ye remit; they are remitted nnto them ; but 
ether, promiſe, that he will d01it. without the: Miniſtry of his Prieſts; 
. we read pt\in the New Teſttiments, 1 © - 0) on 20 OD 
. In — "dg f Bt wy Wonrweng I will-ſhew; 1; That the words 
i we confeſs our. Sins, do not concern Confſeſſion- to a Prieſt. 
2. When God is ſaid to be. Faithſal and. Fuſb, it doth not particu: 
" larly ceſpatt that Promiſe,” Foby 20:23, Whofarver Sins ye remit, 
ey are remitted unto them. 11 ir did reſpet this Promiſe, and 
Miniſtry of a-Prieſt were granted: to be abſolutely neceſſary ro 
the pardon.of Sins; yet it would not follow that Auricular Con- 
ſeſſion were. neceſſary. | 
. $4. Firſt, the words of St, Fohbn;\1' Ep: 1.9. If we confeſe our 
fins, do not concern Confeſſion to a:Pricſt : bur-weredefigned by 
the Apoſtle to oblige every man to acknowledge and confeſs that 
he.is a ſinner, and that he needs Repentance and the Blood of 
Chriſt for his ſalvation ;' which will appear from the occaſion and 
circumſtances of thig place. ,;:I think. it is- agreed that St. Fohr 
rr wrote. theſe words in: 0ppolition to the Diſci- 
St. Iren- lib. 1. cap 1. - ples of Simon Maggs, | who taught, as St. Trengus 
p09: 1919.1979- . informs us, that tuch- as wer perfett among them, 
: and 
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and had that Principle they called Sait and Light could not ſin: 
Not bur that they were guilty of the preateſt villanics; bur they 
reckoned nothing in themſelves fin, becauſe they walked in Light 
and 7ruth, while the reſt of the world were in Darkneſs, as they 
pretended. In oppoſition to theſe, St. Fehn ſhews us, v. 8. that 
it we pretend thus ro-be without fir, we deceive our ſelves and the 
frath is not in us : but if we own and acknowledge our fins, and 
heartily endeavour to avoid them; then the Blood of Chriſt 
cleanſes us from all ſin, according to Gods promiſe, who gave his 
only begotten Son, that whoſoever believes m him might not periſh. 
Fr- is plain, from verſ. ro. that ſuch as refufed to conteſs their ſins, 
according to St. John, made God a lyar. Now this is literally 
true of thoſe who deny that they are ſinners, as thoſe Herericks 
did : bur to deny the neceſſity of a particular enumeration of ſins 
to a Prieſt, doth no ways impeach Gods truth: and therefore the 
Confeſſion required by theſe words, if we confeſs cur ſins is nar 
Auricular. a 

'- This is farther manifeſt from the antient Fathers of the Church, 
nor one of which underſtand theſe words. of Confeſlion to a 
Pricft. 

St. Auguſtine has written a Comment on this Epiſtle, and he thus 
explains thisplace. - 7 thou conſeſs that thon _ POT COT A 
art a finer,” the truth is in thee —— — Pike. or dhghoy honor 
Tell men what thou art; tell God what thou = dic hominis 
art. If thou tell not God what thowart, God -rarky phe ? unit Sour hang 
will damn ivhat he finds in thee. It thou net Deus, quod inte invent 
would(t not that he ſhould dann, condemn en Pk T_T: 
thou. 

Oecumenius refers this whole paſſage: to the Jews. I we who 
faid his Blood be on us, and on our Children, 
ſhould impudently ſay that we have not ſinned, we 
deceive our ſelves But if we acknowledge and\conſeſs this ſin; 
he will forgive us. Which ſufhciently ſhews, that by confeſling 
our fins here, is mcant the acknowledging our ſelves to be ſins 
fers, in oppoſition. to thoſe who plead innocency : And that = 

as 


Oecumenius in Iocum- 


dl, = 04h | 
las no ttlation'to a patitular Canſefion of fins to a Pricft,  - - 


vr of pct :tomther Promiſes. - Thus ST. Cyprian reters them 
#717 12 1. Dorthar!Perivion in the Lords Prayer, Forgive us 
our Treſpaſſes, and interprets Conſeſling: in  St..Zoby by this Peri- 
tionin-the Prayer; to: which he ſaith, Forgivencl -is promiſed, 


CE ES a Mi 
pena anhroge according to the Septuagint Tranſlation, the words 


* forgive Sins before Auvicular: Confeſſion. is pretended to.be inſti: 
tuted ; and not one of them dreamed that St. Fohn had relation 
to'thar promiſe ;\ beſide which Mr. M.- affirms there is not ano- 
ther in. the New Teſtament. How will be cecondile this to his 
profeſſion of Faith,'in which he promiſes never to. interpret Scrip- 
rure,: but according: to: the unanimous» conſent of; the Fathers 2. 
When there is: not one-Father to vouch his ſeacc- of this place; 
and ſeveral againſt him. ery | 

$ 6. But 3. Suppoſe, that conſequence followed from this Pack 

|; whic 


[47], 
which he infers, that God will vor remit Sins under the New Teſta 
ment wirhout dhe Miniſtry of his Prieſts + Yet it would not follow 
that Auricular Confeſſion is neceſſary ; becauſe urtder the Old Law 
the Sins of the people were not Pardoned without the Miniſtry 
of Gods Prieſts, and yet it is confeſſed that Auricular Confeſſion 
was not then inſtituted. Beſides if the Miniſtry of the Prieſt be 
neceflary, why ſhould that be underſtood rather of their private 
then publick Miniſtry > And laſtly, their Miniſtry may be ne- 
ceſſary on other accounts then hearing Confeſſions and pronoun- 
cing Abſolutions. Thus Occamenius makes the For- | 
oiveneſs of Sins here promiſed'ro be” that Remiſſion © 12106 
which is obtained in Baptiſm. Therefore (faith he) God doth cer- 
tainly remit Sins to them that come to hns Foly Baptiſm. _ _, 

St. Chryſoſtome, who wrote his Books De Sacerdotio, = =. abr 4 
purpoſely to magnifie the Prieſts Office, interprets 

the promiſe in St, Fohn 20. 23. by the power of admitting to 
Baptiſm, and the Lords Supper ; together with the Prieſts Inter: 
ecſſion and Prayers for Sinners; but he fays not one word of 
their Remitting by an Abſolution or Judicial Sentence. Whoſo- 
ever knows St. Chryſoſtome; muſt own that it he had known or be- 
lieved fuch a magnificent power in the Pricſts, he wou'd never 
have omitted it, in Books writen defignedly ro magnifie their Of- 
fice. I contlude therefore thar although the Miniſtry of the 
Prieſts under the Goſpel is necefſiry to the Pardon of the peo- 
ples Sins : Yet that Miniſtry may conſiſt in the uſe of their Di- 
reftions, Prayers, Interceſſion, and Sacraments ; and F believe 


Mer." M. will-hardly be able to ſhefy any other way of Abſolution. 


uſed by the ancient Church. Nay, «©. 4. cots. Dea 
St. Cyprran denics that Pricſts PrOo-  peccatorum canſequantur, ſed ut per 
perly forgive Sins - becauſe all that nos ad intelligentiam delictorum {uo- 


rum convertantur, & domino plenius. 


they can do is to pur men ina WAY fatisfacere cogantur, Cyprian; Ep.75% 

tobe forgiven. | p- 219: Oxon. 

- - Sef7-7., The ſecond thing Mr. Mf. intends for an Argument in 

favour of Confeſſion, is what he alledges, p. 7. that Confeſſion 5 

approved and frequentea' by all the Chriftias World, except the peo- 
| ple 
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ple of our Hlqnils, and ſome few others that call themſelves Reformed ; 
and further p: 8, -thatit was never. heard of . in the Catholick Church 
that; Chriſtians 'may-'receive . the Communion of Chriſts Body. and 
Blood without a previous Confeſſion and. Abſolution.” Which if true, 

oves this Dodirine tobe Catholick. both as to time and place ; 
= the beſt of it is,that we are not bound to take his word. And that 
upon Examination this will be found talſe in both the parts of ir. 
For ncither,do allother Chriſtians beſide the Reformed frequent 
and. approve. Auricular Confeſſion. otherwiſe then our Church 
doth: Nor is it any-new thing in the Catholick Church for Men 
ro-come to'the Communion without private Confeſſion and Abſo- 
lution by a Prieſt... 

The whole Greek Church denies Auricular Confeſſion to be of 
divine"right, pretending it only to be a pofitive and Ecclefraſticalcon- 
Nitation : And they give the Communionto Laicks both in health and 
bekneſs, though they have not. before conteſt their Sinsto a Prieſt; and 
that becauſe they are perſwaded that Confeſſion is Arbitrary, and that 
Faith-us the, only and true preparative for receiving the Euchariſt, 
So Father Simon ſhews from Caucus Venetus in his Religion and 
Cuſtoms of the Eaſtern Nations, p. 8.. Loyd. Ed, 1685. and he 
owns. that Caucus has afferted nething, as to that point which doth wot 
agreets the real belief of the Greeks, p. 13. | 
-.Ot-.the, Chriſtians of Sr. Zhomas in Jxdia, he relates from Mene- 
fes that they abominate Auricular Confeſſion, p. 94; And though he 
pretends this to be av abuſe introduced into that Church, p.1 02. Yet 
he produces, nothing, but his own conjeQure; to»prove it ſo, and 
acknowledges, . that, moſt in the Eaſt think not themſelves obliged 
to it by Divine right : and conſequently it may cither be uſed or 
laid"afide as the Church thinks convenient. We :learn the ſame 

| fromthe Gloſs of their ownCanon Law ; where 
5 = 18h we-are'told, that Confeſſion to a Prieſt us better ſaid 
4 fo be inſlituied by a certain Tradition. of the uni- 


verſal Church, then from the Authority . of. the Old or New: Teſtc- 
ment... This Tradition of the Church obliges as a Command, and 
therefore with ug ihe means the Church. of Rome) Confeſſion of mor. 

| tal 
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tal Sims is necefſary. But is not neceſſary with the Greeks becauſe 
they have no ſuch Tradition. Here is a Tradition pretended of 
the Univerſal Church, and yet an Acknowledgment, that ar leaſt 
one half of that Church has no ſuch Tradition: which is as good 
ſence as Roman Catholick. However 1 take this tobe a Demon- 
ſtration that Confeſſion is no otherways approved and frequen- 
ted by the Chriſtian/World.; (except the Church of Rome) then 
it is by the Reformed. Thar is, it is looked onby all, bur Mr.2M's 
Church, as a piece of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline only, and then ic 
may be uſed or diſpenſed with, as the Church ſees molt for her 
Edification. 

.:$ 8. This is not only the;Opinion of the greater part of the 
preſent viſible, but it was fo likewiſe of the Ancient Church : 
Though Mr. M. tells us with confidence enough, that ## was never 
heard in the - Catholick Church till Henry VIII. that any was 
admitted to the Communion without Confeſſion. 

Yet we, find diret proof to the: contrary in Antiquity : 
(a) Socrates tells us,that Nefforius (4) Eadzmon —— Eviſcopo Nettario 


; rino took - a- dedit concilium, ut Presbyterum porniten-« 
9 of ones P le, ar _ 4 tiarium tolleret, & liberam daret poteſta- 
way. Foe Prieſt that. was  appointe temy, uti pro ſua quiſque Conſcientia ad 
for C onfeſſions fince the time of the myſteria pantichpande ccedernt, Gee. 5- 

"IL . cap. 19. 1110 tempore, quo Noyatiant 
Decian Perſecut ted; and gave Ht ©0. ſeabFcdeſiaſe junxerant,recuſa verantq; 
leave,that exuery ane {bou{d come. to cum his, qui rempore perſecutionis reg- 

A. Th Ob «ages. 7  Nante DECIO, CORCLAtZ laplh erant, COM » 
the participation of. the Holy va municare,Ecclefiarum Epilcopi Canont 
crament, 4s bis Owns } Conſcience / g 747 0s ſingulins — "_ 

refed bim. od Soz0-+ uidam panetentie pre cllet, Soc. 15. 
diretied him, (s) And & (Hog tempore Presbyterum, qui porni- 
men.adds, that the Biſbops of al- rentibus depþuratus eſler; eſſe non amplius 

ot - a other Churc TT, E eſt, 4mnjum primus Nettarius : 
moſt al C Churches, imitgl te, aping pet ng fere Ecclefiarum przſules 
bm... 51 oh © 11:50  . invitati ny nay tap. 1 

r es. the: {c) De pegit! Piſt71 Can $9, Cui autem 
” 4 « $4 - : Ic r rvatur. "M . ; 
ceſiiry of Confeſſion, and. leav Ves { (4) —__ I' ©. OS _ 
R », ; : um fy quicquam, definitum au 
i to the Readers | udgment which gr -d— 1} e's lefia , quia Gratia- 
he will believe. (d) And the Gloſs nus non ignoreſſet nec omitiſler, ſed fers 
* WI polt.aljos:Loo Anngs juttoducta tur ofis 
Confelſſio per Innocent, 1H. Gloſla Margitt ubi ſupra, TT: 0 
, on 


[3oT” 
on-#his..is-very: 'retnarkable. » Js rhe year 11.50 in the time of 


Geptiane wasrweffned or combindat concerning" the neceſſity of 
Confeſſion «ty, the Clutch : For' if there. had, Gratian had-not been 
ignorant of: it non:omitted it; but" C ” with the Moth was in. 
reduced "near an hundred. years after" by Innocent MI. Thus the 
Roman Gloſs, andthe Reader muſt andps whether he will believe 
Mr, 3L wha affirms, that Auricular Confeſſion was always neceſ- 
ſary; or the-Canon Law and Gloſs; that ſays; it was made neceſſ- 
ry. aboutithe year 1215: That'is not full three hundred years be- 
tore! Henry VII fo late' is this Sacrament even'in the Romar . 
Church, and the Dodtrine of irs neceſſity. 

$ 9: The third Argument Mr. M-produces for Confeſſion, is 
grounded onthe incotweniencies that ariſe from the want there- 
of: He tells.us, that' Proteſtant Sermons have ſome Autbority upon. 
the people, but. not much: for lack of this curb on their vices, p. 6. 
—_ whether Sermons-or Auricular Confeſſion” are oy On 
curb to. Vice, can -onlybe-jud Experience ; and let thiat 
determine whether Proteſtants 2 Poonts are' moſt Licentious : 
- Lepus-compare Proteſtant Countries with Popilh, and ſee where 

Vice. doth. 6d, 50k abpund.., Let us-look into Germavy, Denmark, 
S —_— the Low yoann; Eng land. Scotland, and {mn 
pare them wit e; and arid ſet*any'one judpe 
which: RB __—_ in their Motifs,” or moſt Kaphy in chiir 
| out Elves; Ler\us\colpite the Prote- 


who. have +theſsJaft thirty years, and con- 
ſequently-have in ad n, with' the, Papiſts 
that, have'been-in,a confeg at the'beſt: 
and from albrheſe, enim curb'Conſeſſion * 
is* on the vices phe: y, Compare the times before 


the Reformation, Ms whar tas Wy and'we' ſhalt find even. 
Rome it elf 'at” this Ya; reformed: to what it'was* which ſhews 
that the: Light of -Ecuthy "which we propoſe to'oUr ples is not 
ſo weak" Kh 'on;"MEh's, Viees, as: Mr. M. woul & perfwade | 


US$: bt otitis: 520 19/2100! aon 21: 


The ſecond 6 he alledges fake the want of ow - 
| {cſlion 
Y 
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:Feſſion . is the encouragement it muſt-needs pive people to ſin, 
when they conſider they arc nor obliged ro pive an” accotint 
for their. Sins. So (p, 6:) Catheligues commit fin, *tis' trut ; but 
call, themſeluesto. an account for it by Confeſſion and Submiſſion to 
their, ghoſtly, Fathers. Proteſtants fin likewiſe without calling then. 
ſelves to kny ſuch reckoning ; becauſe they can make a ſhift without 
it. And again (pag. 7.) 7 pray the Reader to conſider whether 
private Sinners in the Church of England «fs not offend God at a 
cheaper rate than in the Church of Rome ; ſince in the Church of 
Rome they are bound to ſome Penance ; bat in the Church of Eng- 
land they may confeſs to their Miniſters and do penance if they will, 
or if they will not, they may let it alone. 

To which I anſwer , That the Church of Z»g/and hath no 
Tax of Sins, .nor doth ſhe promiſe Pardon of Sins upon the per- 
formance of any external ation whatſoever, whether it coſt the 
performer dear or cheap. But ſhe tells her people, according to 

*the Scriptures, that there is no other way to be forgiven our fins, 

bur by heartily turning from them; that a good Lite, and fincere 
Obedience to the Commandments of God through Faith in Chriſt 
arc the only means to eſcape Damnation. And that according 
.a$ every one is certain of the ſincerity of his own heart, he may 
be certain of Heaven, and no otherwiſe: 

Let us then compare the DofQtrine of the two Churches to 
gether, and let the Reader judge, who reaches the eaſieſt method 
for Pardon of Sins. _ the Se 
Church of Rome ; If an e ſo af- _—_— —_ A == it mad. 
fefted in hs mind that 0 ſorry — ey 3 Ro nodl det. 
for the fins he hath committed, and *<'n0n aftciaur, kg 01 rnz 
defign not to fin for the future, al. phockia rs riod -confilite- Spcale, 
though he be not touched with ſuch vi Clavium. ſcelera omnia remitri, & 
a ſorrow, as may te ſufficient ns ok _—_— —_ ad Par. par. 2, &c. 
tain Pardon : nevertheleſs when he 
confeſſes duly to a Prieſt, he doth by the Power of the Keys obtain 
Remiſiion and Forgiveneſs for all his Yillanies, 
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| pb; _.. chil 
_ -Saith:the -Churcht,of- England ;: Repent you (truly for your int 
paſt, have a lively Faith in Chrift our. Saviour ; amend your Lives, 
and be in. perfett charity with all men; ſo ſhall ye be -meet par- 
takers of theſs holy Myſteries, . The Churchof Rome ſees the diffe- 
rence of theſe, two, and pretends,: that+ Confeſſion was appoint- 
1 nctamis” £0 by the Mercy of God'to make Pardon 
conone- Peceats. delert, ENCE more ealie, For, Let ws grant it, faith 
—— quoniam pauci admo» ſhe, tha? Sins could be blotted out by Con- 
ns hater nor iee . trition. Tet in as much as few con!d 
ſimis hac via peccatorum ye- come t0 this degree, it muſt happen that we- 
_ > or Ba eller. Ubi ſurr® ry few could expect Pardon of Sins this way. 
Y The true Intention of Confeſſion, and of 
al! other parts: of Chriſtian - Diſcipline. is Amendment of the 
peoples Livzs.. . And it will be found that men do 'not come to 
Confeſſion ſo much to help them to live well for the future, as 
to caſe, themſelves ſrom the Trouble that the memory of their 
Sins paſt create them, -and; when by Abſolution.they are caſed 
of the ſenſe of their- former Guilt, they are apt to think they 
may begin on. a new ſcore. And hence it often happens that 
men are more negligent after Confeſſion than before. - And ler 
never. ſo. much: care; be taken to prevent this abuſe 
- EL which Mr. Arnaud conſcſies almoſt univerſal while 
pare. 2.7h. qa; » people believe that the Prieſt can forgive them their 
17m 2217.3 fins, as ſoon as they are ſorry.for: them and purpoſe 
et to forſake them, it is impoſiible it ſhould be' re- 
moved. Whereas when a man. is reſerred.to-his own Conſci- 
ence, as the final Judge. of his own condition ; and told-that-he 
damns himſelf. if he be partial. . . And+ that-no other Sorrow or 
Repentance for ſin can ſave him, but ſuch as will in earneſt pre- 
vail with him. to. forſake his ſins and live'a good: life; In- this 
caſe a-man will-find it much caſicr-ro fatisfie the Prieſt, and-ob- 
tain Abſolution from him ; than to-ſatisfie his own Conſcience. 
Nay aſter all the Prieſt can, only.judge of .a mans Repentance 
from his own mouth, and if the man be partial, or- miſtaken in 
his own ſincerity, the Pricſt muſt be ſo too, and his Abſolution 


inſignt 
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inſignificant. And therefore our Church who lays the efficacy 
of Abſolution on the ſincerity of the Penitents Contrition and 
Faith, and tells her People that her Abſolution is only condition- 
al, deals more ſeverely with her Penitents then the Roman Church 


who lays the chief ſtreſs on the outward Abſolution of the Prieſt. 


The matrer of FaCt appears to be really thus, from the praftice 
of the leudeſt Livers amongſt us, who often take SanCtuary in 
that Church, and without any amendment of Life live in hopes 
of that Salyation in her ; which they know they could not hope 
for in ours. . 

$ 11. The laſt Argument Mr. M. urges for Confeſſion is the 
Intereſt of the Prieſts; faith he, 7he Church of England for want 
of Confeſſion appears to me to have liſt that Intereſt in the Con- 
ſciences of the people, which both the Roman and Greck Prieſts are 
happy in at this day. I do believe in my Conſcience this Argu- 
ment goes a-great way with Mr. M. and not only with him bur 
with alb thoſe Prieſls who value their intereſt as he does. But he 
would: have done well to-have told us, what that intereſt is, in 
which the Prieſts count themſelves happy. For: the Prieſts have 


counted themſelves happy ſometimes inan intereſt, which contri- | 


buted very little ro the happyneſs-of the people. In ſhort, we 
neither do nor ought to covet any other intereſt with- our people 
then the power of doing and making them good; and God- be 
thanked, we have as much of that intereſt, as any Clergy of the 
World ; and dares compare the Lives of: our People with: the 
Lives of cither Greeks; or Romans. It was thercfore ſome other 
intereſt which brought in Auricular Confcſſion,and in which Mr 7s. 
would count himſel happy. I ſhall not determine what that may 
be, which Mr. M. could not find in our Church; only he muſt 
know, that amongſt us truly mortified,diligent,ſober,prudent Clecr- 
gy men; who continually reſide on their Cures, and ſhew then 
ſelves an Example to their Flocks in-meekneſs, humility, watchtul- 
neſs,and charity, have no reaſonto complain that they want intereſt 
with their people. But there are ſome that think ir too deara pur- 
chaſe at that rate, and therefore had rather come- at it another 
way. 
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their Sins, though perhaps they are-nothing bettered by ConfeC- 
ſing. Thus Mr. 1. ſeems to ſlate thecaſe : What if ſome Catho- 
licks are never the better for it > What are many Proteſtants the bet- 
ter for all the Sermens they hear, and Sacraments they receive 2 If 
we coufeſs our Sins God is faithful and juſt to forgive us our Sins. 
What 2 though we are never the better for Conteſſing. - If that 
be Mr. 4's meaning, and he believes himſelf, he had reaſon in 
earneſt ro change his Church : For- he may be ſure we. have no 


Mach Catholick Doftrine. 


CHAP. IV. 


83 M. tells us, that rhe third difficulty that fluck with 


him was the Anſwer given by Proteſtants to that Queſti- 


* 


--o#, where is that one Holy Catholick Church which we do profeſs to 


beljeve inthe two Creeds 2 To this he adds ſeveral other Queſti- 
ons: Was there any ſuch Society as one Holy Catholick Church ex. 


« tant -upon_the face of the earth when Cranmer began his Reforma- 


tion 2 What Provinces of the Earth did this Charch inhabit 2 Did 
Cranmer bc/ieve himſelf a Member of it 2 Who gave him Authority 
to Reform this one Catholick and Apoſtolick Church ? To ſet up Altar 
atainft Altar, &c. p 8. 


To each of thele Queſlions.I will give a diſtin&t Anſwer, and 


thew how little Reaſon any one has to make a difficulry of 
them. | 

To the firſt, Where is that one #1oly Catholick-and Apuſtolick 
Church which we profeſs to believe in the two Creeds 2 T Anſwer not 
in any one Place or Province excluſively to the reſt ; but in all 
places where Men profciling the Faith-of Chriſt, live under their 
Lawful Paſtors or 'Spiritual.Governors. *Tis'/by theſe two marks 
we mult find the Catholick Church, if we would nor. miſtake the 
Societies of Schilmaticks and. Hereticks, nay of Heathens for her. 
Whereycr we find the. Faith of Chriſt, and the. perſons proſeſſing 

it 
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iliving in ſubmiſſion to their Regular Paſtors ; there we have 
found a branch of the Catholick Church ; and to that Society 
we ought to be ready to unite our ſelycs in this Profeſſion and 
Submiſſion. | 

Bur Mr. M. by his eagerneſs to have us aſſign the #44, oy place 
where to find this Church, ſeems to imagine that there is ſome one 
place, or «bi, where ſhe is always to be found. Ar leaſt that there 
15 ſome where a Head and Principle of unity, by union to which 
the Society is made one. But we deny any other Head or 
principle of unity to this Socicty beſides Chriſt Jeſus. And we 
believe that to aſſign any ſuch on Earth is to deſtroy the very 
notion of the Catholick Church, and make her as particular as 
the Jewiſh Synagogue, out of which no Perſon or Nation was 
excluded fo they would turn Proſelites, any more then they arcex- 
cluded out of the Church of Rome, it they wiil embrace her Faith 
and ſubmit to her Government. But the Church is called Ca- 
tholick in oppoſition to ſuch a particular Society ; becauſe ſhe 
conſiſts of many ſuch Societies, which have in every Nation the 
ſame Priviledges, which were before peculiar to the Jews. And 
theſe particular Churches are intire Bodics in themſelves notmagde 
accountable by Chriſt or his Apoſtles to any Forcign Church, as 
to a Head bur only as-to a Siſter. Neither i3 the union of theſe 
particular Churches into one Catholick Church an union of ſub- 
zetion to one viſible head, but an union of Faith and Charity 
under our inviſible head Chriſt, When therefore Mr. M. asks in 
ubhat Provinces of the Earth this Church doth inhabit ; I An- 
ſwer in moſt Provinces of the World, in more by many then he 
or his Church will allow. Let him rcad St. Augu/tine on the 85 
Pſalm; and he will tell him the ſin of thoſe that confine the 
Church to a Province, or corner of the World, to a Sctt or Party 
of Chriſtians. ; 

"Se. 2, To his ſecond Queſtion, Was there any ſuch ſociety upon 
the face of the earth, when Cranmer began his Reformation > I an- 
ſwer, there was, and the ſeveral branches of it were diſperſed 
through many Provinces in Earope, Ara and Africa, The _—_ 
O 
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of England was one branch thereof, ſuch ſhe has continued eyer 
ſince, and we hope will-continue to-the end of the-World: and 
therefore he might have ſpared the labour which he has ſpent to 
prove that there was extant ſuch a Church on the face of the earth; 
ſince we bclieve as firmly as he can deſire, that according to our 
Saviours Predition, the-Gates of Zell. ſhall not prevail againſt the 
Carholick Church. 

- Seft. 3. To his third Queſtion, Di! Cranmer &elieve himſelf a 
wember of this Church > 1 anſwer he did. And being placed by 
Providence in an eminent ſtation-in the Church, and the Care 
and Government of fo conſiderable a part thereof being commir- 
ted-to his charge, he found himſelf obliged by the Laws of God 
and- man to remove thoſe things he apprehended to be Corrupri- 
ons and Abuſes. And if they were really ſuch, who but Mr. 1. 
can doubt his Authority to do it in a regular way ? 

. And thereſore to his fourth:Queſtion, Who gave him - Authors- 
 &y to reform this one Fioly Cathelick Church, and to ſet up Altar a- 
gainſt Altar> Tanſwer, No body ; he never attempted-the one 
or the other. He never attempted to reform the Catholick 
Church, -becauſe he:had neither Power or InſpeCtion over her. 
Nor did he ever pretend to make'any Law to oblige her. He 
only endeavoured to. cultivate and reform that' parr of her that 
was committed to his Carc.' And he muſt - have loſt his Under- 
ſtanding-or renounced it, that doth nor ſee that this is the Duty 
of every Biſhop, nay of every Pariſh-Prieſt in- his ſphere ; and 
therefore except Mr..M.-can ſhew that Crawmer went. beyond his 
ſphere, he talks and asks queſtions to no purpoſe. 79'7)} 

- I ſuppoſe that I have already ſhewn that-Craymer did not excecd 
his Authority inhis proceedings at the Reformation:/ [And as he 
did not pretend to reform the Catholick-Church;- ſo ncither did 
he ſer up Altar againſt Altar. There was no Schiſm made by him - 
in Zygland; the Diviſion of ' Communion was" made tong afcer, 
about the.centh of Queen Elizabeth, on the BulkofyP/usV Hey" 
' lin ad Ann. 1564 & 1565. p. 172. 5 br wenn oth; novtt 
_ 1 $. 4. Mr, M..ſkeems to-haye nothing to olye& againſt all ' this';/: 

% | | ns | only 
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-hnly-he infſinuates that the Reformation ſuppoſes the Catholick 
Church tobe lapſed into Idolatry : and if ſhe were guilty of Tdola- 
try, ſhe could be no Chriſtian Church : and then there us an end of 
the Epiſcopal Succeſſion of the Church of England, ani conſequently 
of the Church it ſelf. 

There is not one ſtep in this Argument bur is juſtly liable to 
exception. T ſhall only defire the Reader to conſider theſe few 
things; and then judge, whether Mr. M. can be ſuppoſed to have 
examined this matter, cirher diligently or impartially. 1. The 
Reformation may be juſtified without charging the Church of 
Rome .or any other Chriſtian Church with Idolatry. 2. The 
Idolatry with which we commonly charge that Church is not in- 
-conſiſtent with the Being of a Church, or Succeſſion of Biſhops. 
3. The Argument Mr. M. has produced, to prove the Impoſli- 
bility of a Chriſtian Church's reaching and praQiſing /dolatry, is 
weak and inconcluſive. 

SeR. 5. Firſt, The Reformation may be juſtified without charg- 
ing the: Church of Rowe or any other Chriſtian Church with Ido- 
_ Becauſe there were many confeſſed and notorious Abuſes 
in the Church that needed Reformation, beſides what we count 
Idolatrous. And the Governours of the Church were obliged to 
reform them whether they were Idolatrous or no; except Mr. 2M. 
thinks that nothing bur Idolatry can need Reformation. Prayer 
in an unknown Tongue, the half Communion, the ludicrous and 
antique Ceremonies of the Maſs, private Maſſes and Indulgences, 
Appeals and Foreign Juriſdiction, with many other things were 
removed by the Reformers; not becauſe they counred them Ido- 
larrous, but becauſe they were great Abuſes and Deviations from 
the primitive Rules and Pradtice of the Church. The things 
in the Roman Church which we commonly charge with Idolatry, 
arc the Worſhip of Images, the Invocation of Saints, and Adorati- 
on of the Hoſt : Now the Reformation would neither be unjuſtifia- 
ble nor unneceſlary,thd we ſhould reckon theſe praiſes only in the 
lame rank of abuſes with the former. We need not therefore charge 
the Church of Rowe with Idolatry, to juſtific our firſt Reformers. 

I But 


_—- 


| x £71. | " 
Bur whatever be ſaid a$ to that,he may aſſure himſelf we never did 
nor will charge.the Carholick Church,withany ſuch Crime.” 'She 
never decreed either Worſhip of Images, or Adoration of the Hoſt. 
.. $ 6. But (ccondly;the Idojatry with which we charge the Churcly 

of Rome is not inconſiſtent with the being of a Church, or Suc- 
ceſſion of Biſhops: - I'do confeſs there is an Idolatry, inconſiſtent 
with - all true Religion 3 that'is, when Men- renounce rhe true 
God; and worſhip. falſe one jn his ſtead. Bur there is another. 
Idolatry, that conſiſteth. in worſhipping a falſe God with, or in 
Subordination ro the true. - And a third, which Men incur by gi- 
ving ſome part of that honour. to a-Creature; which-God has re- 
ſerved tor himlelf ; or asking thoſe things of Creatures, /which: 
God. only can give-:. and *tis. with this laſt the Churgh of Rome 


| a AWTR Now not only: Doctor S:i{{;ngficet bur *Pri- 
JuEymaF: 171: mate Bramball alſo, (whom'he pretends to have 
ſeen): baye. proved that ſome practiceof this-kiad. of Idolatry, as 
as. of ſome other Sins, may. conſiſt-with: the-Being of a 
thoreh. .. Bur. what ſhall -we.fay- to-a Man who underſtands buc 
lirtle himſelf, and will-not be-per{ivaded to read thoſe! who can in- 
form him. Who takes this opinion by bear fay.as if. it were peculizr: 
te-one Author; whereas it is the commonſence of our Controver-. 
riſts. .- Which-1, chink is a Nemonſtration, : that notwithſlanding: 
what heprerends(p.1.) he is yet tohegir to:ftndy. the: Controverfie- 
between : both Churches: He confeſſes he did not wnder/tard this . 
matter ; and then let the World judge, whether it was done like 
a Man who either. loved, or deſigned truch, to write againſt athing 
bzfore he underſtoadir. | F312 
$ 7: In order to help his underſtanging; he would do well to 
canſider, 1. whether to teach and practice Idolatry deſlroy the ve 
ry Being of a Chriſtian, more thenof a Jewiſh Church. Now itis 
plain thatthe- Jewiſh Church. both- caught and. practiſed Idolatry, 
and 15 charged as Idolatrous; firſt, when Aaron. withihe whole Con- 
egation Sacrificed to the Calf : and afterwards, when the Kings 


of 7adah eſtabliſhed Idolatry in the very Temple of God: 1 Tr 
| | Idols 


charged. 
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Kolatty the Priefts,Prophets,Princes and People concurred; as we 
may ſee Fer.2.2.6. and yet neither their Succeſſion nor Church fail'd. 
SeX.8. 2. The Primitive Church did not look on all Idolatry 
as deſiruftive of the Being and Succeffion of a Church : Becauſe 
the allowed-the Succefsion of thoſe ſhe counred Tdolaters. Such 
the reckoned the Artans as we may learn from Athanaſius and 
Gregory Nyſfen ; and yet the Succeſfsion of the 4riars was allow- 
ed in (a) Felix Biſhop of Rome. In (6) Mele- 
tius Biſhop of Antioch. . And laſtly, in the Bi- Col Allogr. 1612.” 
ſhopsof Spain, who had been Arians from their. 0) Sozom. liv. 4, 
firſt Converſion till the time of their King Rz. © © 
caredus, ig whoſe Reign they turned Catholicks, and proceeded 
in that Reformation at the ſame rate our Reformcrs procceded in 
Ours. (c) If Mr. M. had lived among them, he 
would have told them that they were no Bi 
ſhops. nor had any Church.: Becauſe their Pre- 
deceſſors for ſeveral Generations had taught and praCtiſed Idola? 
try: - And if we believe him, ſurely that deſtroys the very Being 
of a Chriſtian Church. Burt neither theſe Biſhops, nor the Church 
of that Age- were of his mind. And therefore they went on 
in their buſineſs, and ſettled their Church wichout troubling any 
body to aflift them. And though they had no other Ordination 
or Sacraments, than what they, had received from Ariavs, (that is 
. from. much worſe Idolaters then the Papifts are counted) yet no 
body ever queſtioned their Church or Succeſſion. Bur Mr. 3. 
and his party loveto cut ſhort Gog's Church and Inheritance, and 
ſeem afraid too many ſhould go to Heaven. And-therefore when 
any thing -in a Church doth not pleaſe them\irhey immediately 
un-Chureh her, and ſend her Members to Hell:: Imitating exactly 
in this,as they do in their Re Ordination, the Hcretical Donariſts. 
Whom (&d) St. 4ugu/{ine ſharply reproves tn ſat 85. Chriftotales males 
for their Uncharitablenels. dicunt , qui dicunt ;quod perijt 


Eccleſia de toto orbe terrarum, 
& remanſir in ſ6la Africe. '$i diceres itli, perdes viſlam tuam,forte non a tetemperaret ma- 
num ; & dicis Chriſtum perdidifle hereditatem ſuam redemptam ſanguine fuo.—— 
Ergo injuriam facis Chriſto, ut dicas populum ejus ad iſtam exiguitazem dumigutum, 
Ideo natus es, ideo Chriſtianum te dicis, ut invideas gloriz Chriſti, 


8 2 Sed 9. 


( ) Spond. ad Anne 
393- 
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» Se. 9: But; 3. Mr: Mis the more inexcuſable ; becauſe rhe 
Argument he brings, to prove the Inconfiſtency of Idolatry and 
a Chriſtian. Church, is-ſo very trifling and inconcluſive. For 
(faith he). what agreement hath the Temple of God with Idols , and 
what concord hath Chriſt with Belial > for ye are the Temple of the 
lroving God; what Communion hath Light 'with Darkneſs > 2 Cor. 
6. 16. What. Idelaters; and yet a true Church 2 'Tu as much as to 
fay, they are in the-way. td. Heaven and Hell at the ſame time. In 
anſwer to this, T muſt deſire the Reader to look into the place 
of Scripture here quoted, and obſerve that the Sentences are 
broken , and © mangled, | and tranſpoſed; either our of Deſign, 
qr," as. Fam apt. to think, out'of! meer thoughtleſneſs. If he 
had given it whole, the Reader would cafily have perceived its. 
weakneſs ; for it is: not only faid, What agreement hath the Tem- 

' flle of Grd with Idols > v. 16. but likewiſe What Fellowſhip hath 
Righteouſneſs with Unrighteouſueſs? and. What Communion "hath 
Light-aith Darkneſs:21v. 24. If then, according to Mr. 2. Ido- 
latry deſtroy the very Being of a Church, becauſe there is no a: 
greement between the Temple of God and Idols :- why ſhall not 
every Unrighteouſneſs or Sin —_— likewife the Being of a 
Church ſince there is no fellowſhip Righteouſneſs and. 
Unrighteouſneſs ;- no communion between Light and Darkneſs. 
May not I. argue as he doth, Hat /  unrighteous and a true 
Church 2 *'Tis as much as to. ſay, they are in the way to Fleaven and 
Fell at the ſame time. This is the very Argument 
*Avg. tm.7. by Which * Petz/ian-the Donatiſt endeavoured to un- 
4p. 2. cons chyrgh.all other Chriſtians beſides his own SeQ, and: 
tzni. anullallother Baptiſm beſides his ewn parties : be- 
| _ _ cauſq he pretended they communicated with wicked: 
men; And there could be no fellowſhip between Righteouſneſs 
and Uncighteouſnefs, berween Believers and-Unbelievers: How 
then could an Unbeliever regenerate a Believer -in Baptiſm > 
There is indeed... no agreement: between: Idolatry. and a true 
Church : no more is there between: her and any other Sin. Bur 
things that have-no agreement do. not immediately: deſtroy one 


ancther, 
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another. It doth not follow therefore,that to teach & prattiſe any 
Sin;deſtroys the very Being of a true Church. Rebellion is as the 
fin-of Witchcraft, that is, equal to one of the worſt kinds of Idoja. 
tries; ſhall therefore every Society of men,that teaches & practiſes 
Rebellion, ceaſe to be a Church? Thope Mr. M. will nor fay it. I do 
not ſay any Society of men ever taught Treaſon, or:Rebellion, or 
Idolatry to be lawful : for this would indeed unchurch.them : Bur 
many have commanded ſuch praCtices & taught them to be lawful, 
which being put in execution,were really treaſonable, rebellious or 
idolatrous. Thus the Council of Lateran commanded — 
temporal Lords who did not purge theic Dominions | Conc Las 
of Hereticks to be depoſed by the Pope ; and ab- © OP 
ſolved their Subje&s from their Allegiance. And thus the Council 
of Lyons depoſed Frederick the Emperor. The one of theſe 
taughr, and the other practiſed Rebellion. Muft | 

we therefore unchurch. theſe Councils? * Pope Burner, Colt __ 
Paw! III. and his Faftion taught and commanded «x Bullario Cherub, 
the Subjefts of Henry VII. to depoſe their Prince. © 7-794 

t Pius V. taught and commanded the Subjets of + Apud Sanderum 
Queen Elizabeth to do the like to-her. Theſe 57 bis Mon. 2, 
were all a&ts of Treaſon or Uſurpation : and fure 

theſe are the way to Fell as well as Idolatry. And then to ſay, 
thoſe that were puilty of ſuch things were members of the Ca. 
tholick Church, is according to. Mr. M. ts ſay they were in the 


way to Fel and. Heaven at the ſame time ; but ſuch Arguments. 


wt be taken from him where there are no better. 


@—— 


CHAP: V. 


s wh bo third part of Mr. M's Pamphler-conſiſts of a confuſed: 

.. 4 maſs of panticulars; without any order or connexion ; one 
would think, it had been taken from the:mourh of one who had 
ſpoken it ex tempore, and had never: been allowed the liberty to 
eeviſc-it. Thers are.ar-leaft five offers ara conclulion, Saith he,. 
*c( Þ: 9. 


> 839% 
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P:9.:to conclude, p./tO: in'4 word, p. 1 1.in fine,' next paragraph 
the whale matter;\p.t2.after all his concluding he muſt have a word 
0r two before: he make an end, p:r;. he promilcs to ſay-no more, and 
yet he cannot-forbear adding.two or three things nothing to the 
purpoſe. Thus he ſays and unſays, and labours in a heap of con- 
luſion;. And:when all is donethe purs:things in a leſs advantage- 
ous :Ligtir,: than has been done by many of his Brethren before 
hit. - | 1-tball bring'\what:he ſays, fuch as iris, into this method. 
x. will conſidet what he fays in order to vindicate, or recommend 
his new Church. And 2. Whercin he criminates ours. 

--- 5 2.- He endeavours to vindicate his new Church in' her Devo- 

- tions: as to-che. NircCtion 'of: them : asto their being in an un- 

knowin Tongue: and. as:;ro-their. being \made: before' Images. 

He' endeavours to recommend: her,:from the excellency of - her 
Prayers, and from the Devotion and unity ot her people. 

As;to'the direQion' of : her Prayers ; he tells:us, that inſtead 
1delatry,. be foun{ maſt elevated: and judicious Prayers to the Holy 

Trintty ;- concluding 'itithe:; name of our Saviour Feſia Chrift, p. 9. 
and he asks, do Roman Catholitks ever ſay Maſs to any:other objeft 
but the living Father, Son; and Foly Ghoſt ?-p.12. . Now if all the 
Prayers in the Maſs be ſo very elevated and judicieas, and all faid 
tothe 7rjnity. /only': then! God forgive. he wicked ne/5 of thoſe 

people twho quarrel at this;” and perſecute it with fo blind and furious 

Averſion. But ſoft and fair, Mr. M. conſider they arc Herericks 
you, pray ſor, and-tcn-to.one cither do-nort deſerve, or do not 
need your Charity. [For ſuppoſe the Prayers inthe Maſs. were 
never ſo judicious, and neyer ſo well diretted ; yet for ought the 
pevple know, or any aſſurance they have beſides the honeſty of 
the Prieſt, the Prayers nay be Corypring, or Curſing ; directed 
to Jupiter, or Mahomet ; and therefore it is your own Fault thar 
people perſecute them: with ſo blind and furious Averſion; ;ſince- 
you, keep the people:in thar-blindnels, and' will nar let them un- 
derſtand; their Prayers; .rhat: they ;jmay.admire their; Judicioube 
nels. fr 110336 5.291 V9 | BG WL 21 0197120! 
_$ 3. Bute, Ic:is to be:conſidered, thatthe:Mafs:was patched: 

up ' 
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up irr a barbarous and'ignorant Age, though many of the Mate- 


rfalsare old ; and the compoſition is ſuch, that all, even of the 
Roman Communion, are not fatisfyed concerning the Judicioul- 


neſs of- the Prayers in it. 
much that (a) Caſſander; who was 
alirrle berrer acquainted with ir, 
then Mr. M. confeſſes the phraſe 
is-0bſcure, evento Learned Men: 
that the Canon'is difficulr, and 
that ſometimes there is a ſudden 
jamp from one ſence of a word 
ro another. 
Caſſander was no perverſe ill 
watured Phanatick; but a learned 
and ingenuous Roman Catholick: 
and yet he finds fault with this 
Prayer Mr. M. has produced, and 
cthers of the like importance in 
the Maſs; becauſe they arc im- 
properly uſed, as Mafles are now 


In fo 


(+) Ipfa etiam_ loquendi forma Cano- 
nem ipſam non indoctis hominibus ob- 
ſcuriorem, & -difteiliorem reddat. ----- 
"Eſt autem hujus; obſcuritatis precipua 
cauſa, quad inco multipliciter Sacriticij 
homen uſurpetur; & ſubito non nunquam 
ex uno intellectu in alium tranſitiv fiat. 
Conſul. de neratione, p.1oog. 


(5) Ut fi orationibns his ſua veritas' con- 
ſter, intelligi debegt ea ſymbola pans, & 
vini, quz in dominica menſa ad Conſecra- 
tionem propolita ſubt, nomine populi efle 
'oblata. Deinde dubrum 
non eſt, quo tempore Canon hic initio u- 
ſurpabatur, aliquos ſemper ad fuiſſe, qui 
una cum iplo ſacerdote, hac Sacrificia 
laudis efferebant, & Sacramenta participa- 


banr, id enim Canonis verba maniſefts- 


fignificant. —— Cujus ignoratio alijs 
aſuperſtitio nem eo abutendi aliis ut im» 
pium ipſum damnandi accalionem dedit.” 


Ubi ſupra, Þ» I 003, 


celcbratcd : fos theſe Prayers have reſpett (as he tells us) to an an-. 
cient cuftom inthe Church now' gone our of uſe; and agree chiefly: 
ro a Solcmn Maſs, in which there-is ſuppofed to be a Communion 
and Congregation of the people that have offered Bread and Wine. 
This Bread and Wine offercd by the people is thar immaculate $a- 


crifice oftered up by the Prieſt 


in the Prayer mentioned by 


Mr. M. And where neither Pcoplearepreſent, nor any Offering is 
made by them, this Prayer and ſeveral others in + the Maſs make: 
a-hard ſhift rogain the Eftimarion of either Senic or Truth, much 


leſs of Judiciouſnels. 


And has given occaſion to fome, to abuſe: 


the Maſs to Superſtition; and to others, to condemnjir as Impious. 
How can a Prieſt, with either Judgment or Truth, offer a Sacrifice 
for all preſent, as the Prayers dirett him rodo ; even in a folitary 
Maſs, when none is preſentor-near him 2 - 


But 


T9417 | 

"Bar 3; 'As all-the Prayets'in-the.Maks.are not judiclouſly con! 

0. as; V3. FF VE rived, {o neither: (they all. faid to the 
-noreth, nobis nurew ad ſe- LFINIY 3 the- Very Sacrifice being offered 
CL Ip Lore Krenek 
= _— - and t0' t tneur; interceiion 2: 
__— ordine ae... DENIES ſeveral Prayers: made to them for 
roinarityr,non tatnena$4- the ſame purpoſe ;- directly, contrary. to 
hn Det IT Ye :learn from. Saint Augy/tine to 
BB.32. cap. to. © - have been}[the -Praftice ;of- the ancient 


Saints, but 
know our airs 


Miſael, praiſe ye: the" Lord; 119, ar rank Popery niith Precbyterians, as 
any thing-in the Haſs, | or Litavies of our Lady. p. g..) Now except: 
he be able to. ſhew. where the Presbyterians; have declared this. 
2s their ſenſe, we can count him no berter than.a Slanderer. For 
my part Ido profeſs, that 1 never yet met with one ſingle Pres- 
byterian ſo filly as to miſtake this Apoſtrophe-for' an Invocation 
dead mer, -who ; do- not hear us. The diſparity of the calt is fo 
manifeſt between our Church arid the -Rowar, that. 

* Concil. Trid, it is hardly poſſible any ſhould miſtake. * The Ro- 
 Seſl.25. ons man Church has determined that it is good' axd pro- 
—— 9 a humbly to invocate: the Saints, and: to flee to 
{6) Article 22, heir Prayers.for help and affiftance.: (a) Qur Ghureh 
- has declared {yvorarion of Saints to be a: fond thing, 

wainly invented. To parallel theretore the Presbyterian a 

(i 
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Fif any ſuch there be) apiin{tns? with ours agaihtthe Papiſts on 
this'Head,” is to ſhift off an-Objefion,” which did nor cafily ad- 
mit of an Anfier. © 
FF. Ter us fe 'if his ſecond Anſwer be any better ; which is, 
that the Rowmay' Catholigks artribure nothing zo Angels or Saints, 
But as the Miniſters and Frvqurites of the living God, receiving from 
him whatever under/tandling they have of our affairs.p.12. But what 
then? May not men afcribe more to Favourites than the King 
allows them; and is not that an encroachment on his Prerogative? 
Tt Mr. 2. will ſhew us, where God allows us to make Prayers to 
Saints, 'ro- ere Imapes for their Worſhip; *burn Incenſe before 
them, dedicate-Churches'to,their Honour,” make Vows to then, 
or devote Orders and Societics of men as ſlaves to their ſervice, 
he will indeed vindicate his Church againſt the Reformation : for 
in poſſeſſion of all theſe, the firſt Reformers found them, and juſtly 
concluded'it ſafeſt'to lay them aſide, as roo much'to be allowed 
Favourites out'of cur own head, 'withour the expreſs Declaration 
of che Princes Will. But if he cannot ſhew that God allows them 
theſe things, it will be the fateſt way, and no hurr for him or us, 
ro let them alone. 
$'6,- His third Anſiyer'or pretence is no leſs inſufficient: where 


he alledges;” that 7he Angels muſt. know our affairs, becauſe they are 


miniſtring Spirits ſent forth for the good of thoſe who ſhall be heirs of 
Salvation ; and becauſe they rejvice at the Converſion of Sinners : and 
ave glorified Saints no* Communication or Intelligence with the An- 
gels -p13;'Towhith Tanſwer, That theſe allegartons Heirher juſtific 
the Invocition, nor the Worſhip of Angels or Saints! Ir is true, the 


Angels are miniftring Spirits; but we neither know which of them , 


are aſſigned to miniſter to us, nor when they are preſence. Theſe 
things depend altogether on the immediate Will of God ; and 
therefore ir is to Him not T hem we are ro'apply our ſelves, it we 
would obtain their Care and/ Miniſtry for our good. *'Tis true 
likewiſe, that the Saints and Angels rejoice at our Converſion when 
that Converfion comes to their knowledge. Bur that place in 
St. Luke 15: 7. 1 ſay unto you, Joy ſhall be in Tleaven over one ſin- 
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ner that repents;, more than over vinety nine juft perſons, doth no 
more prove that the Angels in Heaven know all che Converſions 
on Earth, or that we ought to pray to them ; than my ſaying , 
that there is more Joy in Rome over one ſuch-Proſclite as Mr, 7. 


than over nincty nine born Rover Catholicks, doth prove thar I 


believe-fuch Converſions arc all known there ; and that therefore 
Mr. M. may go into. his, Cloſer, and, pray..to.the Cardinals, be- 
cauſe it is plain his affairg arc known at Rome., Laſtly, *Tis truc, 
that the glorified Saints have Communication with.che. Angels, and 
may r$ccive intelligence, of our affairs from them; and therefore 
I wouſd WE Mee ta.ſend 5 NE and Requeſts to them 
by the.next Angel hi A Going REA: Burt becauſe Angels 
paſs and repaſs from Heaven, to Earth, | to; conclude that we may 
at all times and in all places with mind and voice; pray to Saints, 
is as fooliſh, as. to, conclude, : becauſe we have Poſts paſs from 
Laxd:n to Dublin, that therefore man'heremay beg the aſliftance 
- of his Friends Prayers: who arc/in Lopdon gycry: time. he goes to 
his knees. This is the wife Vindication Mr. M, has made for his 
Church as to the DireCtion of ſome.of her Prayers, 

s 7. The ſecond thing, which Mr. 2M. — to vindicate in 
his Church, isrher uſing a Tongue unknown 10 the people in all 
- her Rey 1g Services. ' And it happens to. him in 
this as it does 1n, molt other. things ;- if. all that he ſays: were 
granted him, it would neither juſtifie his Churcch;. nor condemn 


ani. 
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part of her Service. But pray what is this to the illiterate world, 
who are paſt the age of learning Latize 2 what is this to the poor, 
who are the bulk of the world, and have the beſt and moſt pecu- 
liar Titlo to the Goſpel ; and yer have neicher capacity ner cp- 
portunity to learn Latine>? Mr. M. bids them be of good chear : 
for unlearned Catholicks, if the truth were known, underſtard as much 
or more of the Maſs, than illiterate Proteſtants do of the Common 
Prayer. It a man were apt to give ill words, the confidence and 
palpable falfhood of this Aſſertion would certainly provoke him. 
It» were better ſurely ro believe nothing but our Senſes, which he 
falſly impures to 'fome Proteſtants, than to undertake to face 
down Senſe and: Experience, in a; matter in which the meaneſ?, 
moſt illiterate Proteſtant in the world will' be a DemonNration 
againſt him.” We are content our people ſhould believe all Mr... 
fays, according as they find this true. Burt he objeQs further, hat 
does the Proteſtant Multitude underſtand of the Prediftions of Tai 
ah, &c. read in their Churches by appointment of the Common Pray- 
er > Suppoſe they underſtood nor one word of them: how doth 
it follow,that unlearned Catholicks underſtand more of the Maſs, 
than illiterate Proteſtants do of'the Common Prayer Book ? This 
iS a new inſtance of Mr. M's old Infirmity in drawing Conſequen- 
ces. We are now talking of Common Prayers, in which the peo- 
ple ought ro join : - and he talks of the Leſſons, which are no part 
of them. There are commonly in every Congregation perſons 
of better and of meaner capacity; 'tis fit both ſhould be inftruct- 
ed. Thoſe Leſſons out of /ſaiah are for the better capacities, and 
are read ſo as may make them moſt cafic to them. And what 
great matter, if the weaker; for whom they are not intended, do 
not underſtand them, ſince they are ſufficiently provided for 0- 
therwiſe. Their obſcuriry might be ſome reaſon arainſt reading 
them at all : bur it chey ought to be read ; as is ordered both by 
the Common Prayer Book and Breviary, I hope they will be ber- 
ter underſtood in Engliſh than Latine : and yer after all there is 
not one Leſſon ordered to be read by the Common Priycr Book, 
but the meaneſt of the Proteſtant Multitude underſtands more of 
K 2 it, 
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it, then awholeilliteratePopiſh Congrepatidsn underſtands of che 
Breviary; or Maſs;;: and of-this hymay:makean cxpcrimentwhen 
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His ſecond Allcgation:in behalf ofrhis Church is ; thar ſhe has 
ſer forth Expoſitions of the Paſs in Print.” .' /[Fow many Pxprjitions 
- of the Maſs (ſays he; are.extant in Print by Commandment ' of. the 
Church; So that. no man can\be'jgnorant of it that. dejires to be'in- 
formed. To this I Anpſwer;that if byzanExpoſition-be meaht a Tran- 
flationof the Maſs;there is; not one cxrant in Print by Command- 
ment of their Church.." On'the contrary, the-Congregarion of 
the; Index have Damned-the very hours(ot the bleſſed Virgin ; for 
being- in the vulgar: Tongue: ;; as: may he jſcen. at large in Sr. 
Amonrs Journals Part! 344 Oljap: 5.5: There: is deed 2 Franflation 
ſiclen (out. of -larc'rjn-Erighſh; but ivis: without/any Authority, 
which-may be 'called-a! Commandment:of :their:Ehurch.-> How: 
ever, if it. were. ſet-oue.. by. her:Aurthority,. what: could 'ir-frgnifio 
to the.greater part, of the.people, who: azerneictherable to pro- 
cure, nor;tcad that Traoflationer And if: they cold treagd/ic, yer 
would-no more be able by -help- bf !iz'to joinwith the Prieft, then 
by any other DeyotienalBook:! Laſtly, What is:'this:vo the Re- 
formation, , which.. found-not. one Expoſition . in-Print. by Com: 
mandment of: the, Church,1 nor: any; counted ineceſkary ?T will 
venturc.i@ put 'one-queſlips;to} Mr! #4 and havingcaskt ſo many; 
I hopehe will not. eqke-itll. -::Qught the: MaGto be underſtood 
by the. people,.or no-? I it ought ;to be underſtood; why is nor 
the beſt method taken to. make them underſtand it ; even to read 
it ina Tongue underſtood by them? If it-matters.not, whether 
it be underſtood; by the people or:np ;:t0- what purpoſe doth he 
talk of an Expoſition? _; 221! En ns 


His-third Argument in-behalf of the pratice of ks Churchis - 


taken from -the cxample of _the Jewiſh Church... Z72d nor (faith 
he the Jewiſh Church almoſt all her Scriptures and publick Service 
for fourteen Generations, that. 4s. 10: ſay, fram. the. Captivity unto 
Chriſt in the old Hebrew .2 | a Langudge: not” then underſtood by 
the common people. 1 Anſwer, ſhe had ſame of them in old He- 
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brew; butinot only in it. ” They were read in the Synagopnes; 
firſt in Zebrew for the uſe of the Learned,and then in the vulgar 
for the common pcople. - This he might have learne from Fa- 
ther (a) Simon, (b) and Biſhop Walton : Nay (c) v; ISI 
Dottor [ſatc Yoſſus is poſitive, that the Greek (1, c1y 0 Hiftery 
was.the . vulgar Language of Feraſalem in our /4 2. <bop 18 p.1231 
Saviours time ; and that the Sepruagint TranſJa (Yponn nt... 
ſlation, and not the old Febrew was read in the p83 © 
Synagogues of the Jews. And a'l unanimouſly Wy bevy par p FA 
conclude, that the people cither underſtood the Et plenius ad lrerar. 
Original of what was rcad, or were made under- py , Objects 
ſtand ic by an Interpreter. 'Tis probable Saint ® © 7T 
Paul; had reſpc& to this cuſtom among the Jews, when he com- 
mands, the Prophet that ſpake with Tongues 7o keep filence i 
the Church, if there was no"[nterpreter, 1 Cor. 14. 2%, And there- 
fore Mr. M. has quire miſtaken his Argument, when he asks; 
Pid our Saviour or his Apoſtles ever reprehend the Jews for 
net tranſlating the Scripture into the vulgar Language > There was 
no ground tor ſuch a Reprehenſion, fince the Jews had done ir 
three hundred years before; and therefore will riſe up 1m Judgmene 
againſt the abſurd praCtice of the Roman Church,and will condemn 
her ; who is more unkind to her Subjects then the very Jews, and 
has provided worſe for their Editication in this point. It is tono 
purpoſe to fay as Mr. M. doth, that the Latine # more vulgar than 
the Engliſh : Since this is a manileſt ſalſhood; and muſt be owned 
ro be juch, by all men who conſider that the Latine is not vulgas 
in any place of the World. 

I cannot rel{ whether I cancall it a fourth Argument which he 
offers, in theſe words, If the ſervice of God muſt be ſaid in the ma- 
ternal tongue of every Nation, where (hall an Engliſh man in France 
or. Spain, that underſtands not the language, go to ſerve God on the 
Lords day # Tanſwer, to Church; and join his preſence, and private 
Devotions with the Congregation : ſince he cannot join in tho 
publick Prayers. In caſe of neceſſity a man is accepted by God 
according to what he can do; aad what is not in his power is nct 
required 


[70] 

T2quired- of him.  In'a Country whete tliere ate no- Chriſtians, 
he mult go no where; and ina ſtrange Country, he muſt go to the 
publick Devotions, thotigh-he Uo not underſtand them: for that 
is better then not going at all. 

His laſt Argument for the vindication of the publick Service of 
the Church in an; unknown tongue'is, That this would deſtroy all 
community of Sacraments and Liturgie between the Members of the 
Catholick Church : which being one Body or Society of Men, cannot 
be like the Builders of Babel, who could not nnder/tand one anothers 
language. Now it they that underſtand not one anothers language 
are Builders of Babel; then the Prieſt and People; where rhe Ser- 
vice is in an unknown Tongue, :are plainly :fuch Builders: for 
they. do -not -underſtarid "one: another. /' 'T'wo Cities \'may \ ve- 
ry well be built, and conveniently governed by. rwo people 
of different Languages; and theſe "Citics may likewife ma 
nape. ail their common buſineſs, and keep . a good .correſpor- 
dence, by the help of 4 few-men that underſtand both Languages. 
But rwo Languages inthe fame City is very mconvenient, and 
cannot be fo remedied. Tr is ſo in the Church: diſtant Congre- 
gations maFhave a very good Communion with one another by 
the help of their Prieſts who underſtand a common Language : 
bur:to have a Language ſpoken to a Congregation, or in it, that 
the Members-cannot underſtand, is to bring in a'preat confuſion, 
and direly oppoſite 'to the Apoſtles command whictlrhe himſelf 
here produces. Rem. 15. 16. that we ſhould with one mind and 
mouth glorifie God, for how can a Congrepation gloriftie God with 
one mouth, if they do not underſtand the words in which they 
are to join? thus Mr. M's. Arguments conſtantly make apainſt 
himſelf. Tf want of a common Language deſtroys uniry of Sacra- 
ments and Liturgy, in diſtamt Churches ; it defiroys that unity 
much more where there is wanting acommon language between the 
Prieſt & People in the fame Church. Bur the truth:is; theumry of 
the Sacraments, and Liturgies have no dependance on the unity of 
Language; bur are the ſame in whatever language they arc uſed or 
adminiſtred. And ſo it was in the Primitive Church, where every 
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people had their own Liturgy in their own language: Mr. M. 
forclaw that 1 Cor. 14. would be objected againſt him: And he 
rells us, p. 11. 7hat he hambly thinks it not well underſtood by Pro- 
teftants. This is a main point; and one would have expected a 
ſubſtantial Reaſon for his opinion, ſome Determination of a pri- 
mitive Council, or a whole ſhoal of Fathers at leaſt : but inſtead 
of that, he pretends to cut the throat of the Objeftion out of that 
very Chapter, in which Proteſtants glory. If any be ignorant (faith 
he) /et him be ignorant. Wherefore Brethren, covet to P rophefie, 
and forbid not to ſpeak with Tengues, v. 39. God u not the Author of 
Conſuſton but peace, v. 33. I ſhall not trouble the Reader with an 
Anſwer to theſe Arguments ; if Mr. M. deſigned in earneſt to 
prove by them that we do not well underſtand the Apoſtle in 
this Chapter, I would adviſe him to take the Opinion of a Phy- 
ſician, whether all be right about his head. 
$ 8. The third thing wherein Mr. M. endeavours to vindicate his 
Church is the Worſhip of Imzages. And to this pupoſe he alledg- 
es, Firſt, That the Council of Trent hath commanded al Super/tz- 
tion to be taken away in the uſe of Images; and then gives it in 
charge to all Biſhops to look to it, p. 12. If they had reckoned 
the Worſhip of Images ſuperſtition, this had indeed taken away 
our ObjcCtion, but on the contrary, the Council decreed that Ima- 
ges of Chriſt, not of his humane natare, (as he improperly expreſſes it) 
and likewiſe of the Bleſſed Virgin and other Saints are to be had 
and retained, eſpecially in Churches, and due Honor and Worſhip 
is to be paid them. And that we ought to kiſs, uncover our heads, 
and fall proſtrate before them. | 
$9. But then, Secondly, He bids us enquire whether Roman Catho- 
licks pay any more reſpett ts them, than Proteſtants do to the Ele. 
ments of Bread and Wine, which ( ſay they ) are but a Figure or 
Tmage of Chriſts Body and Blood. To which I aniwer, Tha this 
Enquiry ſuppoſes two notcrious Falſhoods ; Firſt, That Prote- 
ſtants pay any other reſpects to the Elements of Bread :nd Wine, 
then that of not diverting them from their Sacramental uſe. And 
Secondly, That they ſay the Elements are but a Figure or my of 
Chrif} 
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Chriſts Bozly and Blood. 'Our Church having deelared'in' het'Rtr 
brick after the: Communion, that the kneeling at the*Reception 
of the Sacrament 'is only to Chriſt ;' and thats Adoration i in- 
tended, or ought to:be Hove unto the Sacramental Bread and Wine: 
and likewiſe concerning the E!ements, that they are nor oxly Signs 
or Images; bur effeual-means of conveying the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt , to: the Faithful Which T hope no Papiſt wil-fay of his 
Imapes,” And now T'muſt refer it to the Reader, whether he will 
ſuppoſe Mr. 4. to. have been ignorant of our Doctrine in this 
Point,..or:ta have: knowinglyand againſt his Conſcience ſuggeſted 
theſe: ſalfhoods. | 
_ <2 $10::His third attempt for the Defence of his Church in this 
prattice-is fromihis old friends'the Presbyrerians.' ' The Church of 
England Proteſtants are every jot as offenſrve to us (lay the Presby- 
terians) kneeling before. the Elements of Bread and Wine, as the Pa: 
Piſts kneeling before the Images of Chriſt. To Which T anſwer, That 
it the,matrer.ot Fatthere alledged were true, (which I do not be- 
lieve). yet zit»were no Argument; becauſe the Presbyrerians, 'or 
whoſoever are thus offended, are manifeſtly unreaſonable in pa- 
ralleling theſe two cafes. . The Diſparity is apparent, and the very 
oo that there is between receiving a Pardon, or any other ſignal 
avour.from:the Kings own Hand on'my knees; and falling down 
every time-I/ſee his Picture on a-Sigh-poſt. 
\,-Bur once-for all, ier'Mr. M. know, (for he profeſſes to need 
Information,). that it is no' Anſwer to an Argument, to pretend 
that others -urge it againſt the Proponents themſelves ; except 
the Anſwerer ſhew that both urge it with-equal Reaſon. For fo 
the Apoſtles might have been anſwered by a Heathen. You would 
perſwade-us, that we are under the Power of Satay, and Aliens ro 
the Life of Gedl; do not the Gnoſticks ſay the ſame of you > Si- 
lence them, and we will believe you. So a Roman Catholick may 
be anſwered by an /xdi/an, You would have us renounce our Idols 
and' Heroes: whereas there is a people amongſt your ſelves cal- 
led Proteſtants, to whom your kneeling before the Images of Chriſt 
and praying to Saints, are every jot as offenfrue-as our praying to 
| our 
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vur ſubordinate Celeſtial Powers and kneeling before their Tma- 
ges. If this would ſignific nothing to Mr. M. why ſhould it fignifie 
any thing to us what Presbyterians objeCt againſt our kneeling at 
the Reception of the Sacrament ? or how are we concerned, what 
they pretended in 41. againſt our Reformation, or Fugh Peters 
in 47. againſt theirs? except he will undertake to juſlifie their 
pretences, Which is a task themſelves could never perform. 

SF xx. There is only one thing more he ſays in vindication of his 
Church ; and that concerns the ill Prattices we charge on ſore 
Roman Catholicks, and the i// Opinions of others. He doth not 
deny that there arc ſome ſuch, but he /ooks on it as no argument 
at all, It ſo, he wrote his Book to very lictle purpoſe ; for why 
arc we more concerned in the ill PraCticcs or il] Opinions of ſome 
who pretend to reform, than he is in the ill PraCtices 6: Opinions 
of the Pope and Court of Rome > Yet theſe pretended faults of 
the Reformers make up the greateſt part of what he obyeCts a- 
gainſt our Church : which ſhews that he has one Rule for us, 
and another for his own party. Bur the truth is, we charge the 
Council of Trent it ſelf with ſome 31! Praftices and Opinions. For 
tho we take Popery as the moſt judicious Papiſts repreſent it ; (and 
they who bring the Decreces of the Council of 7rext nearcſt ro 
Proteſtaniſm I find are at preſent counted ſuch :) yer ſtill there 
nceds better Vouchers than Mr. M. to make us belicve all things 
in it judicious and pious. 

$ 12, Having,thus examined all that he has ſaid indefence of his 
Church, let us next conſider what he has offered ro recommend 
ber. And of this nature he produces three inſtances; the Excel- 
lency of her Books of Devotion, the Devotion of her People, 
and the Unity of her Members. He tells us, p. 9. that, that which 
obliged him moſt of all to the Church ef Rome, was the peruſal of her 
Books of Devotion : ſuch as St. Francis Sales Neircmbergi- 
US ——. Lewis 'Granatenſis eſpecially the Maſs it ſelf. It 
theſe obliged him moſt of all, had he lived at the Reformation, 
he had wanted ſome of the ſtrongeſt obligations to keep him in 
the Roman Communion ; three of theſe tour he mentions beinz 
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written aſter the Reformation, and the other but a ſew years be- 
fore. And now they-are written he was not debarred the uſe of 
them in the Communion in which he lived. The Spirit of the 
Reformation, which he ſays he compared without prejudice with 
the Spiric of the Roman Church, allowing the uſe of all Books 
that may advance Piety by whomſoceyer they are written, which 
the Spirit of his Church doth not : But what is this to the Re- 
formation, which did not find, much leſs condemn theſe Books > 
Let him ſhew one Book of Devotion, or Expoſition of the Maſs 
or Breviary extant in Eng/i/þ before the Reformation, if he can ; 
and remember what has been done ſince, to the eternal ſhame of 
thoſe, who never troubled themſelves with Devotion, till meer ne- 
cellity of ſupporting their intereſt among the people put themon 
it, As for the Piety of the Prayers in the Maſs, let him who un- 
derſtands both compare any Prayer there with our Litany, and 
'tis hardly poſſible prejudice ſhould ſo blind him, as not to ſee 
Which has the advantage. 

- $13.Butnevertheleſs healledpes,that the Devotionof their people 
exceeds ours. Let the Reader compare that Devotion which Catho- 
tholicks pay to the Sacrifice of the Maſs, with that which moſt Pro. 
teftauts ſhew to the Common-Prayer, and then ſee how much better we 
are by reforming the Maſs into Engliſh, p.tzr. TowhichT Anſwer, 
that if ic were granted, that Papiſts appear to be more devote at 
Mafs then Proteſtants at Church (for that I ſuppoſe he means by 
paying Devotion to the Maſs, and ſhewing it to the Common- 
Prayer) yet it would not follow that the Maſs were better then 
the Common Prayer, or a fitter means of Devotion : Since that 
difference might arife from other motives, as it manifeſtly doth. 
The Roman Catholicks place much more Religion in outward 
thew, then the Proteſtants, and therefore no wonder if they be 
more diligent in it. 

2. If the appearance of Devotion at publick Service be an 
Argument of the goodneſs of the Service, the Turks who out do 
the generality of Chriſtians in frequency, ſeeming Devotion, and 
Reverence at their Prayers, as we- are inf by Travellers, 
muſt be concludedto have the beſt Service: and he would doill on 
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Mr. M's Principles that would Reform the Alchoras into the Maſs. 

. The matter of Fact isnot true, asI aminformed by thoſe that 
have ſeen their Communicants and ours. Proteſtants have accord- 
ing to Mr. M's deſire compared the Devotions of the Church of 
Rome with thoſe of the Church of Eg/and in a diſcourſe deſigned 
for that very purpoſe, and printed Loydoy,r685. In which itisſhewn, 
that whatever the Romaniſts pretend,there u not ſo true Devotion among 
them, nor ſuch rational proviſion for it, nor Encouragement to it, as in 
the Church eſtablifhed by Law among us. 

4. It is not material what their Devotions appear to be, if 
their Lives are not better then ours, which I am ſure they are nor. 
"Open Prophaneneſs is hardly more provoking to God, then ſhew 
of Devotion without proportional SanCtity of Life, as we-learn 
from the caſe of the Jews of old, in //a.. Fer. 7. and in many 
other places of Scripture. 

Sef.14. The third thing whereby he endeavours to recommend 
his Church, is the Uniry of her Members. 7» the Church of Rome 
he fhall find variety of Religious Orders, but no Schiſm, nor Diſcord 
about their Sacraments or Liturgy. In the Garment of the Church 
there s variety, but no Rent. No confuſion of Sefts, nor Diſobedi- 
ence to Swperiors. pag. 14. If this be true, ſhe is the happieſt 
Church that ever was in the World ; much happier than the 
Church of the Apoſtles time : for there were Schiſms and Dil- 
cords about Sacraments and Liturgy in her. Witneſs the Apoſtle, 
x Corinth. x. 11. alſo 11.18: Nay there was Diſobedience too, 
Gal. 3. 1. 3 Joh. g. It is therefore ſtrange we ſhould be able to 
find none in the Church of Rowe. May we not rather conclude 
that Mr. M. has either partially or negligently ſought for theſe 
Schiſms and Diſcords? ſince really there has hardly been greater 
Schiſms and Diſcords in any Church than in her, though he at- 
firms we ſhall find none. *Be/armine loved the Church , 
of Rome as well as Mr. M and he owns 26 Schiſms in ara} _— 
her. + Onuphrius Parviniue,who uſes not to ſpeak ill of 1439, 
the Rowan Church, reckons 30; one he calls the [**4pochron- 


worſt and longeſt, which continucd 50 years, others ad ann, 1378. 
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were of '20, or 15,0t'ro. &c. Theſe Authors only reckon thoſe 
Schiſms where the people were divided between two Popes: But 
it were caſic to ſhew, that beſides theſe there were in that Church 
great and enormous Schiſms, - which had no Popes'to head them. 
And as for Diſcords about Sacraments, I ſuppoſe, Mr. M-reckons 
Ocdination a Sacrament. And concerning it there have been ma- 
py Diicords ; many Popes have damned.their Predeceſſors,. and 
annulled their Ordinations. So Stephen VII nulled the Ordina- 
tions of Formoſus his Predeceſſor. Fohn IX. did as much for Sze- 
[OV de ab EG phen, and Sergius IT. for him. * P/a- 
bzc conſuerudo fit , ut aQa prioram Zima tells us, that after the time of 
Pontificum, ſoquentes ent infront. Stephen VI. or, as others reckon, 
rif in Fub. 6. creme Poe te neen the VII. it became a cuſtom for the 

a, bas oe hs ſucceeding Popes to infringe or quite 
—_— a "ay wt deftr oy the Acts of their Pr edeceſ- 
ym, ue- pro arbitrio legitims creato fors. t Spondanus tells us, Theſe are 


ntifices demoverent, & violentos ac . . 
nefarios homines intruderent, Quz the rnhappy times, wherein eVery 


conſiderans , quis non putarit Deum tracing P ope annulled the Atts of 
_—_ Eccleliz ſuz? Spond. whi juprs hy Predeceſers. And further, that 
< | the Power of Whores was ſo great in 
Rome, that they removed true and lawful Popes, and thruſt in vis- 
lent and wicked men, Who, conſidering tha, would not think God 
had fergotten his Church 2 Behold the Miſſion of the Rowan 
Biſhops; and their Unity. ! And if notwithſtanding theſe Schiſms 
and Intruſions, which continued for many years, the Church of 
Rome continued a true Church, and her Ordinations valid ; ler 
the Reader judge what there is fo horrid or irregular in our Re- 
ſormation, that ſhould yoid our Orders, or make us ceaſe to be 

a Church. 
$15. ſuppoſe Mr. M.counts Confirmation another Sacrament; and 
there have beennoleſs diſcordsabour it of late in the Roman Church. 
The Regulars of Exg/and on one ſide, and the Biſhops of France 
with the Sorbon on the other. And thoſe of each party charge the 
other with Herefie, not without the diſturbance of the publick Peace, 
and a rent of brotherly Charity. So the Congregration of n__ 
ex 


n , 7% 


.ox\tells us :- which Congregation made a Decree to ſuppreſs the 
; Writings of both parties, May 19.1633. And here we do. not 
find that Obedience ts Superiors in this matter of which Mr. /. 
boaſts : for immediately there came our at Paris a Diſquiſition a- 
gainſt the Decree, the Jcſuits reply, and the Biſhops of France 
renew their Condemnation & Cenſure, Nov.2y. 1643. and I donot 


find that they are yet agreed. Mr. 4. attirms we ſhall find xo * 


Rent, no Confuſion of Sefts, 10 Diſobedience to Superiors in the 
Church of Rome. But whoſoever will read the Decrees and pal: 
ſages about this matter, in St. Amours Collection at the end of 
his Journal, p.26. or in Petrus Aurelius's Vindicie Cenſure, will find 
a great rent of brotherly Charity, much Confuſion, and great Dif- 
obedicnce in the diſagreeing partics; and theſe abour no leſs 
things than the Sacrament of Confirmation, the Hierarchy of the 
Church, and Supremacy of St. Peter. 

9 16. Confeſſion-is no lefs a Sacrament with Mr. {and the diſputes 
in his Church have of late been as high abour ir, as abour the ſor- 
mer ; one party charging the other with no leſs than Hereſic : as 
may be ſeen at large in the Biſhops of Frances Letter to Hnnecent 
X. at the end of Mr. Arzau/ds Book of Frequent Communion. Tf 
their publick . Atts arc to be believed, there arc Rents, Sciſſurm 

fraterne Charitatis in their Church. But if we believe Mr. M. 
' there is no Rent, Sciſſura non eſt. I ſhall ſay nothing of the Diſ 
ute concerning the Regale in France at this day, I need not put 
Fim in mind of - what Obedience has been paid to the Pope, or to 
' his Excommunications of the Archbiſhop of Tholouſe, and Rega- 
liſts. He may ſee the whole in a Book intitled Regale Sacerdotwm, 
1684. Ido not ſee bur the King and Church of France make 
themſelves Judge, Witneſs and Accuſer in this affair with the Pope 
as much as Henry VIII. and the Eng/i/b Church did. 
$ 17. This is all that Mr. MH. ſeems to ſay either to vindicate or 
recommend his Church. Let us ſee-next what he objects againt 
ours. And in all this laſt part I can find only three things of 
this nature. One is pag- 10. that the Church of England &s be- 
holding ta the Maſs for the beſt Flowers in her Communion Service. 
The 
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The ſecond is, that the Proteſtant Church has-nuo other Foundation 
than every mans Reaſon ; and the 3% is, ' that we do not paya due 
- Submiſſion to the Church. As to the firſtof theſe, I ſaſpect the 
chief reaſon, why ſome of his party objet rhe Communion Service 
being taken out of the Maſs, is not that they think it any fault if it 
were, but becauſe they -believe it may pratifie and incenſe their 
friends the Nonconſormiſts againſt the publick Service of the 
Church. Bur Tanſwer, : that the Model of our Service and Ma- 
.terials thereof are not raken out of the Maſs, but out of the an- 
cient Liturgies of the Church, to which it is much more conform. 


able than to the Maſs. 

"45 x8.” TheſecondObjetionhe brings againſt our Churchis, that 
| ſhe has no ſufficient ſoundarion, p. 1 1. /defire to be informed whether 
he Proteftartt Church had any other foundation ( _— afide an 44 
of Parliament) than every man's own reaſon, or which is the ſame 
thing, the Scriptures interpreted by every man's reaſon. There are 
but two Baſes whereupon to: ſettle our ſelves, the Scriptures and Fa- 
thers expounded by my own reaſon, or the Seriptures and Fathers 
exponinded by the voice of the preſent wifible Church. This later is 
Pepiſh, and cannot ſupport a reformed Fabrick. In anſwer to this, 
F will ſhew, firſt, in what ſence every man's reaſon may 'be-faid 
to be the foundation of his Church. Secondly, That our Church 
has truſted her reaſon in the' expounding Scriptures and Fathers 
no farther than ſhe ought ro have done. And Thirdly, Thar 
ſhe has not expounded we ſo as to contradiCt the fence of the 
preſent viſible Church. 

. Firſt therefore; When Mr. M. alledges that ourChurth has no 
other foundation than every man's reaſon, he may-mean that 
ſhe has no-other foundation for her Religion, than' what natural 
Reaſon, without the aſſiſtance of Revelation, and other helps God 
has afforded her, doth ſuggeſt. And this is a manifeſt calumny, 
becauſe ſhe has, beſides what natural reaſon of it ſelf ſuggeſts, 
the Scriprures, the Fathers, 'the' univerſal tradition of all ages 
paſt and preſent for every Article of her Faith. Let him ſhew 
ofe Article that wants any one of theſe, and-wewill ſtrike. it me 
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of our Creeds; or any other Article that has this teſtimony for 
its neceſſity and it ſhall be inferred. 
There may. be another ſence of theſe words, the Proteſtant 
Church has no other foundation than every man's Reaſon : and 
'tis this, the Proteſtants make uſe of no other faculties to find 
out the ſence of Scriptures and Fathers, of the former and pre- 
ſent Church, but their Reaſon and Senſes: and conſequently rely 
on them with God's aſliſtance to find out the truce Religion and 
Church. This ſenſe we allow, and except Mr. 24. and his party. 
will ſhew us ſome other faculties given us by God, whereby we 
may chooſe our Religion, they ought not to blame us for uſing 
theſe only. When they find out another faculty of the Soul be- 
ſides theſe two, whereby we may diſtinguiſh Truth from Falſhood, 
we promiſe them to uſe it alſo. And though Mr. M. confeſſes 
his own reaſon to be as weak as any body can think it, and pretends 
not to aſſert it, but the Authority of the Charch : yer till he tells 
us by what faculties he' judges himſelf obliged to ſubmit to the 
authority of the Church, and by what faculties he comes to 


know that the Roman Church is ſhe, ro whoſe authority he - 


ought to ſubmit, we muſt tell him, that the authority of his 
Church, as to him, is founded meerly and ſolely on his own rea- 
ſon, how weak ſoever he own it. And ſo mult the authority of 


every Church to = Man in the world. And therefore it is- 


fooliſh to obje& that the Proteſtant Church has no other tounda- 
tion than every man's Reaſon and Sences : for no. Church, no not 
Chriſtianity, has or can have any other. » 

s x9. But ſecondly, perhaps Mr. M.' means only that ' we do 
not-allow the voice of the preſent viſible Church a due regard 
in our Determination concerning Faith and Religion. In Anſwer 
to which in the ſecond place, I ſay our Church truſted her rea- 
ſon no further in expounding Scripture than ſhe ought to have 
done. And here it isto be remembred that ſhe is a complear 
Church, aſſociated together in one intire Ecclefiaſtical-Body, with 
full power to _—— and teach her SubjeQs all things relating 
to Faith and Diſcipline: As theſe Kingdoms arca compleat Com- 
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.mon-wealth, aſſociated into one civil Body, withſullpower to: in 
rerpret and enat all rhingsrelating to the Law of Natureand the 
-civil Government of the Kingdoms. As therefore theſe King- 
doms-do-not eruſt-their-reaſon too far, when they determine con- 
.cerning the Laws of Nature without Appeal: So neither did - our 
Church truſt-her reaſon too far when ſhe. determined without Ap- 
-peal concerning -.matters relating-to Faith. And there.is no more 
4nconvenience can befal;her Subjects-by allowing her this power-in 
this caſe, then can-beſail them by allowing their Civil Magiſtrates 
the like powcrin the other. 

$20:And z3.toſhew that ſhe did not intend to. contradict the ge- 
neral. voice. ofthe viſibleChurch with which Mr. ſeemstocharge 
her, ſhe was-cantent to-refer'all Difterence between her, and her 
Neighbour. Churches to the. Arbitration of a general Council, 
even of thee... And to this ſhe Appealed when the Pope pre- 
tended. to; Excommunicate her. ;\And-.not | only ſhe, -but other 
Proteſtant Churches did the'fame.- - But the Roman Church being 
Conſcious, that the general Voice and Senſe'of the viſible Church 
-was againſt her Uſurpation,'durſt nor ſtand this 'Tryal ; but with- 
out any Authority ſromGod or the viſible Church (if we under- 
ſtand by that the general:Body of Chriſtians)rook on her ſelf ro be 
Fudge, Witneſs, and Accuſer.'. Whiah was'more then. Zuther did; 

for mk himſelf, and Appealed to a, general Council: 
$:21.The third Objeftion Mr;MH. alledges againſt the-Reformers 
is their not-yieldinga due Submiſſion to-the Church. For after all 
his clamour againſt Reaſon, ; he allows us to.mate uſe of it with 
Sybmiſjon, he has expreſſed. his meaning in this, ſo.as it is not 
ealie.to.guck; whether he. means by ſubmiting-our. zeaſpn; ani 
tire .reſighation of .it to-believe whatſoever: the Church of. Rowe 
by a Prieſt, or. a Councihtells us, and then the only pſe,of zeaſon 
will'be to-find out Argoments to defend, what the has; taught ys; 
or-whether by. Stubmifſionhe means only:;a.Jue regard.5R her, De; 
terminations;. ſo that\a Man;of ;ber Conmmunion jhallnpt! allow 
himſel{-publickly £o:oppoſe/fantil contraditt: -hex-Doctring, - This 
laſt he ſeems. ro.underſtand by -Submiflion+4 ; becauie he oppoles 
| it 
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it to Contradiftion and Petulancy, And then why is not this 
Submiſſion due as much to the Church of Ergland and Trelavd 
as Rome > Did not Chriſt ſay to the Biſhops of Erg/aud and 
Jreland, He that hears you hears me, as well as to the Biſhop of 
Rome ? | 

Sef?. 2.2. But to clear this matter a little, T will ſhew that we 
pay all due Submiſſion to the Church. And 2. Examine what 
Submiſſion Mr.M. has paid her. When we talk of Submiſſion tothe 
Church, by the Church may be meant cither the univerſal Church, 
or the particular Church wherein we were born, baptized and 
educated : and to both theſe we profeſs and pay due Submiſſion. 
The Catholick or Univerſal Church we look on as the Keeper and 
Witneſs of the DoQtrine of Chriſt, and we receive her Teſtimo- 
ny. The only Queſtion with us is, what Doctrine Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles taught : and this we believe contained in the Scri- 
ptures. Concerning the Senſe of any word in them, we receive 
likewiſe the Teſtimony of the Catholick Church. Every Doctor 
approved by her is a Witneſs, and every Council received by her is 
as the Depoſition of Witneſſes. By this means we know her Senſe 
in former ages,as well as in this age, and are able ro compare them 
together. Where theſe agree, we have no reaſon to doubt her Ve- 
racity ; but where one age of her ſays one thing, and another age 
ſays another thing ; we count our ſelves under no obligation to 
believe either of their Teſtimonies to be a neccfliry part of the 
DoQtrine of Chriſt. 'Tis therefore the Church of all ages, and pla- 
ces, that we reckon the ground & pillar of Truth. Whereas Mr. 1. 
confines us to the viſible Church ; and pretends we are to take 
the Senſe of all former ages from the preſent. Bur pray why 
may not I as well underſtand the Senſe of the Church of the 47 
age from the Council of Nice, as I can underſtand the Senſe of 
the laſt age from the Council of 7rext? Ir was therefore by this 
Rule, and with ſubmiſſion ro this Church, that our firſt Retor- 
mers proceeded in their Reformation : and except Mr. M. can 
ſhew (which he has not ſo much as endeavoured to do) that they 
deviated trom-this Rule, he has done nothing to prove that = 
| M 4 
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had not a due Deſference and Submiſſion to:the Catholick Church: 
And as ſhe thus ſubmitted to the Senſe of the Univerſal Church,ſo. 
ſhe requires all her SubjeQts to ſubmit to- her, to receive the Faith: 
to which ſhe with the Catholick Church bears teſtimony, to own. 
her Laws of Diſcipline, ſubmit to her Cenſures, and conform to. 
her Conſtitutions. Bur ſhe pretends ro no Dominion over mens 
Faith ; or to oblige them to believe any thing, becauſe ſhe has de- 
creed it. Her Authority is to propoſe as a Witneſs, not to de- 
fine as a Judge. If any one diſſent from her, he muſt not make 
a Schiſm, or turn Preacher in contradiftion to her Authority. 
If any one be otherwiſe minded he mult follow the Apoſtles rule, 
Phil. 3. 15. he muſt conform as far as he can, and yield a paſſive 
Obedience to her Cenſures, where he cannot give an aftive to her 
Commands. While he walks by this Rule, he can neither be a. 
Schiſmatick nor Heretick ; and may expett, .if he ule duc means, 
that God will cither reveal to him whart-he wants; or pardon his 
error if he miſtake. | 
_ Se. 23. This Submiſſion is coherent even. with Calvins Prin- 
. .iples: and though I am not concerned for any private Divine ; 
yet ſince Mr. M. has troubled us with fo tew Quotations ; I will: 
pay him ſo much reſpect as to take notice of this; and the Reader 
may from. it learn. how faithfully, he tranſcribes and Engliſheth: 
his Quotations. | 

The Quotation as in. Ca/uiy. | 

Non alius eft in vitam ingreſſus 
»ift nos ipſa concipiat in utero, nift 
pariat, nift nos alat ſuis uberibus—| Extra Ecclehe gremium nul- 
Adde quod extra ejus gremium| la ſperanda Salus , nec Remiſſo- 
nulla ſperanda eft peccatorum re-| peccatorum, quia non eſt alius in 
miſſio, nec uUaſalus — lib. 4. cap.1.| vitam ingreſſus. 
Sed, 4. | | 
Thus in Eng/:/b literally. | Thus rendered into Engiifh by 

Thete is no other paſſage in-] him. 
to Life, except the vifible Church | He that will enter into Life, 
conceive us in, her. Womb, bring | let him mortifie the pride of his 


As: tranſcribed by Mr. M: 


us OWN. 
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as forth, and nouriſh us with her! own Reaſon, and humbly caſt 
Breaſts ——— Add to this, that i himſelf at the fect of the Ca- 
out of her boſom there is no re-| tholick Church. 
miſſion of fins ro be expected, 
nor any Salvation. 
Both Calvin and we own that Pride and all other Paſſions ought 
to be mortified; and except Mr. M4. can ſhew that we have uſed 
our reaſon proudly, that is, not yielded, out of ſome deſign, 
Paſſion or Prejudice, when our reaſon was convinced, we have 
juſt reaſon to reckon all his accuſations effeCts of his own paſſion, 
and petulancy againſt his Mother Church, He confeſſes that ma- 
ny of us are Catholicks by Inclination. (1 hope we are really fo: ) 
but the Tyranny of Prejudice or Intereſt keeps us Proteſtants. But 
for Prejudice, let the world judge whether our people are more 
liable to Prejudice, who are allowed to read, and examine, and 
judge for themſelves; os the members of his Church, that are 
taught to ſubmit without examination, As for Intereſt, I think 
it is the Intereſt of every man to continue Proteſtant, if he value 
his Soul : but for Worldly Intereſt, the Scales are hardly equal. 
T find not one of their Converts who has loſt by it yer. Burt what- 
ever our Intereſt is, our Loyalty is unqueſtionable ; if he know di- 
vers loyal perſons of the Church of England, I know none elle. 

SeF. 24. Let us now take a view of his Submiſſion to the 
Church ; 1. For the Carholick Church, he has taken the liber- 
ry to cut off what members he thought fir, and has rednced her 
to a fourth part of Chriſtians : he has obtruded Articles of Faith 
on her to which ſhe never gave Teſtimony ; and has ſubje&ted 
her to a Head at Rome to whom God never ſubjected her ; that 
15, he has created a Catholick Church out of -his own head, and 
rejeted that of Chriſls planting. 

2. AS for the particular Church, which made him a Member of 
Chriſt by Baptiſm, this his ſpiritual Mother he has pronounced 
a: Harlot, and her Children By-6/ows, he has condemned her Sa- 
eraments, degraded her Biſhops to whom he ſware Obedience, re- 
nounced her Orders, & given her the title of an unſaufified Nation. 
2 In 
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In ſhort, as-far as lay, in-his power, he has expoſed the Nakedneſs 
- of his Mother. Behold the Petulancy and Contradiftion of an un- 
dutiful Son. But thanks be to God, notwithſtanding his feeble 
attempts, her Bow abides.in ſtrength, and the Arms of her Hands 
are made ſtrong by the Flands of the mighty God of Jacob. Genel. 


ES: 


CHAP. VL 


A Ehough Mr. M: hath nothing new in his Latine Addition, 
*X but only repeats what he ſaid, firſt in his Preface, and then: 
in his Book ; yet I'did not think it fit. to ler-what he has faid in 
this Language be without ſome Animadverſions in the ſame. 


Ad” dibia. que proponuntur ſuper Reformatione Anglicana, ſic 
reſpondetur.. . | 

Ad 1. An Eccleha Anglicana ſit tota Ecclefia 2 

Reſp. Quam abſurdum fir ut una particularis Eccleſia ſe eſſe to. 
tam-Catholicam. Chriſti Eccleſiam, extra quam non eſt ſfalus, im- 
 pudenter jaCtirer, videant Romanenſes. Eccleſia Anglicanamem- 
brum 'dunataxat Eccleſiz Catholic ſeſe exiſtimat : Omnium Ec- 
cleſarum Sacramenta a Chriſto inſtirtura amplefitur, dummodo in 
unitate fidei, in materia debita, & ſub forma- preſcripta. cele- 
brentur. An Nos, vel ipſius Eccleſizz Romanz Baptiſmum rejici- 
mus ? aut an illa noſtrum non recipic? ; 

' Ad 2. Num Ecclefia Anglicana recipit ' Sacramenta Lutherano- 
rum, Ge. - 

Reſp. Sacramenta Lutheranorum, Fc. vera eſſe Sacramenta ; & 
forte folus eſt Mr. M: qui alicer ſentic. Sacramenta non ſunt 
eorum-Sacramenta, a quibuscelebrantur-; ſed Chriſti & Eceleſiz : 
ſicut nos docuit Sanftus Augw/tinus contra Donatiſtas Ep. 43: Non 


iu. veby mutamis in quibus cftis nobiſcum -———— Nobiſcum autens 
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eltu in Baptiſmo, tn Symbolo, in ceteris Dominicis Sacramentis, Gz 
pau'o ante, ex Catholica enim Ecclehia ſunt emnia Dominica Sacra. 
menta, que fic habetis © datis, quemadmodum habebantur & daban- 
tur, etram prius quam inde exiretis ; non tamen ideo non habetis quia 
ibi non eſtis, unde ſunt que habetis, hxc illede Sacramentis Hereti- 
corum. Donatiſta iraque eſt, qui Sacramentum rejicit, quia 4 
Schiſmaticis cclebrari putat ; multo magis qui corum Sacramenta 
rejicit, qui fidem-Catholicam profitentur, 6 ſe ſtudioſos unitatis 
Eccleſiaſticz, & fraternz charitatis exhibent. 

Ad 3. Unde miſſus eſt Cranmerus ad predicandum Evangelium 
Suum Reformatum ? | 

Reſp. A Chriſto miſſus eſt Craymerus per manus Epiſcoporum 
Angliz ſecuncum Eccleſiz Anglicanz inſtirutionem ad pradican- 
dum, non ſuum, ſed Chriſti Evangelium : probandum igitur ef, 
Evangelium Reformatum aliud elſe a Chriſti Evangelio, priuſquam 
mandatum Miſlionis exceſſiſſe dicatur Cranmerus. Contra Eccle- 
fram Romanam non rebellavit, quoniam illijure ſubjeftus non erar, 
neque ab ca Miſſionem aut jurisdictionem proprie recepit. Ec- 
cleſia quz illum miſit in communione erat cum kccleſii Romana, 
non illi tamen ſubjeCta, jure aliquo divino. 

Ad 4. An liceat Miniſtro ab Eccleſia Anglicand fugitive predi- 
care con:ra eam, &c ? 

Reſp. Videat iple, per quam Miſſionem publice per hane char- 
tam prxdicat contra Ecclefiam cui obedicntiam juravit.? Eſt enim 
& hoc, pradicationis genus efficaciſſimum. - 

Ad 5. Utrum defeftus Miſſnonis fit error in Fundamentis ? 

Reſp. Si per Miſſionem intelligitur externa illa, quz ſecundum 
Canones fir ; defeCtus in ea non eſt ſemper error in Fundamentis : 
multi enim Epiſcopi Romani ejuſmodi Miſſione carucrunc. Crr- 
cedo furti &r Latrocinii reum eſſe, qui fine regulari externa Mitl- 
ſione in ovile ingreditur; non tamen inde ſequitur,omnia quzz fa- 
cit aut mala aut nulla efſe cum ſemel in ovile ingreſſus fir, 
Simoniacus aut intruſus ſur eſt & latro ; an igitur Sacramenta ab 
ipſo celebrata nulla ſunt -aut invalida 2 \-Omnino'tamen deeſt ci 
Miſſto interna, &.detettus eſt in externa. 


Ad 6. 
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_ Ad. 6: Otram Cranmerus intravit per oftinm Parliament; > 

-1Reſp. Tntravit invitus (ut fere omnes boni Epiſcopi) per oftiut 
quod illi leges, ram Eccleſaſtice quam civiles, ſecundum facras 
Scripturas, monſtraverunt : Cantent {1 modo poſſunt, have cantile- 
nam fefarii; & i placer ſitillis pro Magiftro Symphoniz Mr. 24. 
gunquam/ tamen Harmoniz regulis reſpondebit corum cantus. 
Objicit nobis varmm'S& Multiplicem Scripture ſenſum, ſed immeri- 
Uo, ipſe-enim fi Chriſtianus eſt, objetionem fſolvere tenctur, aut 
ſalrem interpretemaſlignare, qui verum Scripturarum fenfum a fal- 
ſo. hucuſq; diſcreverit, illumque ' verbis expreſſerit, quorum ſenſus 
non xque multiplex eſt, ac ſenſus Scripturarum. Ac objicit fe 
ralijudice altercati in @ternum necefle eſt: concedo equidem quod 
illi quibus ambitio 6 lucrum dominantur, in zternum alterca- 
buntur ſub quovis Judice : 'nec aliter voluit Deus ; zxquum enim 
eſt, quod Impii 6 ſuperbi in Hzreſes & FaCtiones labi permitran- 
tur ; at boni & modeſti ſub paſtoribusſibi a Chriſto aſſtgnatis vi- 
vent, ſine altercationibus quz unitatem ſcindunt. 

Dicit 7. Ad hec peſtulata ſepius ſe quafrviſſe reſponſum, ſed nul- 
lum haftenus imveniſſe. A quibus hc quaſivit? An a noſtris? Vix 
credo, nullum enim invenio, qui hac illum quzrentem audivir, 
. aut ſomniavit ; fi igitur quzſiverit, ab aliis certe, non a noſtris (1 
quibus oportuit) quzſivit; forte a fratribus Monaſticis quorum 
conſortio per annum prxteritum ſe totum dedit; non autem mi- 
- remur aut illis defuiſſe reſponſum, - aut ſi quod habuiſſent celaſle. 
Addit tandem reſpoyſum (quod dicit a multi obtend; ſolere) ſciliret 
Cranmerum cum ſodalibus ordines accepiſſe a Chriſto per manus Epi 
coporum pontifictoram ; fi per pontificios intelligir Epiſcopos in com- 
munione cum pontifice Romano, verum eſt ar fi per pontificios, 
intelligit Epiſcopos qui ſe. SubyeCtos 'Papz jure divino apnove- 
rant, zque falſum eſt quim «quod maxime ; ut igitur Chriſtianj 
Epiſcopi, non ut pontificii, ordines conferendi poteſtatem habe- 
bant ; qui ufi ſunt in affignandis ſibi Succeſſoribus ; quaieriam 
Cranmerum Chriftianum,non pontificium Epiſcopum confecrarunt; 
- qui.tandem ercores-& corruptelas quz in Divina irrcpſerant, ſc- 
cundumScripturas facr:s & ſenſum veterum reformaverunt; & hic 

| cura 
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curi ſe veros paftores probirunt : Audiendi itaque erunt + & 
Mr. M. qui illos audire recufar, inter Rebelles filios numerandus 
eſt. Cum igitur primi ReformatoresſubjeRi non eſſent ponrifici,ſed 
Co-Epiſcopi,non magis adverſus Dottrinam Eccleſiz Romang inſur- 
gere exiſtimandi erant, quam Regnum Angliz inſurgeret contra 
leges Galliz, fi ſe & ſubditos & ſtatum ſuum ſecundum leges 
naturz reformayerit : nullus iraq; hic nodus nifi quem fallax Mri. 
imaginatio ligavit. Solus culpandns pontifex, qui revera judicem te- 
ftem & accuſatorem egit, & a ſociis ſuis Epiſcopis quod jure ſuo ute- 
bantur, ſefe & Ecclefiam fuam abſcidit, pacemq; cum illis noluit. 

Ad 8. An cuilibet Ecclefie nationali jus feſe reformandi competit > 

Reſp. Nihil contra obyicit dubirator, niſi fi ita ſe res habear, 
tum part jure reformatam ſuiſſe gentem Scoticam ad Calviniſmum &c. 
quod nullo modo ſequitur ; non ſolum enim poteſtas quz refor- 
mat, legitima eſle ſed ctiam legitime procedere deber. Ar fi quz 
in illis gentibus circa reformationem i!legirtime faCta ſuiſſent, non 
erant corrigenda concitandofactiones Ge ſchiſmata contra publicam 
earum Eccleſiarum pacem, nec privati in partes contra paſtorcs 
folicitandi (eſt enim-illud remedium morbo plerumg; pernicioſius ) 
ſed ad meliorem frugem reducendz crant errantes Ecclefiz com+ 
muni Chriſtianiratis concilio & hortatu ; praſertim dum errores 
ſuos aliis non impoſuerunt. Eo uſque enim unitatem deſe- 
ruiſſe non ſunt zſtimandze. Quod in Santo Cypriano manifeſtum 
eſt, qui licet cum ſuo provinciali concilio in-errorem lapſus eſt, & 
in co uſque ad terminum vitz perſeveravirt, a ſchiſmate tamen 
a Santo Auguſtino in libris de Baptiſmo excuſatur, quod nullum a 
jure, Communtonis fi drverſum ſenſerit, amovebat; neq, Tyrannico ter> 
rore ad. obſequendi neceſſitatem collegas ſnos adegit, quando: habeat 
omnis Epiſcopus pro licentid libertatis, © poteſtatis ſue, arbitrium 
proprium, tamg; judicari ab alio non p*ſſit, quam nec ipſe poteſt judi- 
care, Ut loquitur ipſe Sanctus Cyprianus in concilio Carthagt« 
nienſ1. | 

Exiſtimat verd ille, falſum eſt puod fafta erat mutatio Religionis 
ex voto gentis, & Cleri Anglicani, ſed ex vertigine paucorum, GC 
ad axnales illorum temporum nos relegat. Ad e0s-itaq; eamus, in- 
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deq; manifeſtum. etit , nullam mutationem majori conſenſu aur 
{attam fuilſe aut recepram, quam reformationem in Anglia. Si 
non faviſkeat nobis annales illorum temporum, unde erat quod 
tam ſollicite conquiſiti, .&: aboliti ſunt ſub Maria, idq; per man- 
datum -publicum. Ur videre eſt ex Ror. Part. 
Ad.9.. An licuit Ecclefie Anglicane, cum efſet membrum Ecclefie 
Catholice, ſemet abſcindere a reliquo corpore > + 
Reſp: Nunquam ſemer abſcidit ; maner illi unita unitare fidei, 
G charitate. Regnum Anglia membrum eſt focictatis humanz - 
que ac Eccleſia Anglicana eſt membrum Catholicz : nec magis 
Eccleſia cſtimanda eſt ſemer abſcindere a reliquo corpore, cum ſe 
pro jure ſuo;ceformat 3 quam regnum ſemer a focietate humana 
abſcindere, {i ad ſuam reformationem Leges novas condat. Co- 
nata cquidem eſt Eccleſia Romana noſtram a communione Ca- 
tholica abſcindere, illi communionem ſuam denegando ; at re. 
ſpondere poſſumus-quod Eccleſia Orientalis per Firmilianum, 6: 
Africana- per- Sanctum 'Cyprianum Stephano Epiſcopo Romano 
ipſas excommunicare nicenti, reſponderunt. Ep.-7 5. Peccatum gaam 
nam tihi exaggeraſti, quanelo te a tot gregibus ſeidiftt 2 exct. 
ail enim teipſum, noli te fallere, dum enim putas omnes a te atſti: 
-#ers poſſe, folum te ab omnibus abſlinuiſts. 
. Ad 10: Av: depravatus fuit per totum orbem verus Dei cultus 
ante ortum Cranmerum 2 | 
- . Reſp. Polſunt ea in cultum divinum irrepere per univerfum or- 
'bem que reformatione iindigeant; nec tamen inde ſequitur cul- 
tum'Dei verum tolli, aut deprayari: manet aurum veruin, licer 4 
ſcoriis non penirus purgatum fit. HOT 
. Ad 11. trum hodie extra regnum Anglia & Hibernie nullus 
extat purus-© Apoſtolicus Dei cultus ?' NT 
Reſp. Quod extat alibi talis cultus quoad-eſſentialia : at forte 
neq; in Anglia, neq; alibi cam purus affercndus eſt. Dei oultus;. ut 
nihil in co quoad accidentalia impertetum inveniatur ; in; ipfis 
Apoſtolicis*Eccleſiis, yiventibus adhuc Apoſtoiis, mu/ta. indige- 
bant reforinatione, ut callipero poſſumus ab ipfa'ſ{c-ivrurt, 
| Ad x2. An liceat pepulo  anglicano \comminijcs ftbi. £xcleſram 4. 
foto orbe drviſam 2 Reſp. 


[89] 


Reſp Non licere, neq; talem commentus eſt ; & contra, omni Eccle- 


fiz verze, catholica fide& charitate, unita maner Eccleſia Anglicana. 


Qui nolunt cum i'l14 pacem, diviſam fibi Ecclefiam commenci tunr. 


Nullius Ecclefiz Sacramenta aut Ritus damnar, integrum Sacra- 
mentum Euchariſtiz ſuis reſtituit, ſuperfluos & ſuperſtirioſos Ri- 
us in rebus divinis abrogavir, & aliis Eccicfiis ut abrogent, ſua- 
der; cum autem in eas poreſtatem non habear, non eſt cur ſibi 
damnandi illos officium arroger, fed (ut in ſimili cafu Cyprianus in 
concilio Carthaginenſi.) Expettemus wniverſy Fudicium Domini 
noſtri Feſu Chriſti, qui unus & ſolus habet poteftatem, & praponen- 
di. Epiſcopes in Ecclefiz ſue gubernatione, & de attu corum judican- 
az. Non exiſtimandus eſt quid fit damnatio. intelligere, qui tam 
facile rotas Eccleſias damner, & Satanz tradar. 

Ad 13. trum Cranmerus fuit primus Archiepiſcopus Eccleſiz 
Anglicang ? 

Reſp. Stultiſſime hoc queri. Videat Catalogum Epiſcoporum, 
& dicat an primus fit. At qui illum anteceſferunt erant Pontificii, 
ergo defyir illi ſucceſſio. Irane > fi fuiſſent nigri aur aibi, ipſe au- 
tem Rutus, an deſuiſſcr illi ſucceſſio? non magis ad ordines per- 
tinet,, an pontificius, aut gracus fir, bonus, aut malus, qui cos 
confert, quam fi ſit niger aut albus. Ordines (pariter ac facramen- 
ra) non tunt pontificiorum aut reformatorum, ſed Chritti & Ec- 
cleſiz, nec alicujus Setz ſed Eccleſizz fe faccrdorem- profeſſus 
eſt Craymerus:' ad eum finem conſecratus eſt. Sola Quzſtio eſt, 
an bene ſe geſſerit in domo Dei, ubi @conomus conſiirutus erat: 
ut id vero innoteſcat, examinanda ſunt quz fecit, & cum faCtis 
miſlio comparanda ; fi nihil non Chriſtianum in Eccleſia flatuic, 
fatis erat ijli abunde Chriſtiana miſſio ad mandara Chriſti implen- 
da; afferit ſciſcirator noſter importunus Cantuariex/cs Epiſcopos 
per novem anteriora ſecula pontificios fuiſſe, (ine fronte & veritace: 
cum nemo ante Anſelſmum de Pontificis poteſtate qualis nunc ven. 
dicatur, ſomniayerir ; cum lepes Angliz ante Thomam Becket, ut in 
Matthzo Pariſienſi videre eſt ad annum 1 164. poteſtati univerſalis 
paſtoris direte contrariz ſuiſſent; cum ipſe Warhamus immediatus 
Cranmeri pradeceſior,cum aſſentiente tora convocatione, ſu p_—_ 
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Regis. poteſtatem in Ecclefiaſticis agnoviſſet : quam fi quis Poncifi- 
cius agnoſcerer, crat 6: Warhamus' pontificius. At 1 quis praxdeceſ- 
ſorum-cjus alirer ſenticbar, num id impediret ſucceſſionem ? Re- 
ſpondear San&tus Cyprianus, qui errantes Anteceffores in re 
maximi momenti, ſ{cilicet de aqu\4 vini loco in Euchariſti4 ſubſtitu- 
e4, ita excuſat. Ep.63.S7 quis de Anteceſſoribus noſtru vel ignoranter 
vel (impliciter non hoc obſervavit ; poteſt fimplicitati ejus de indul. 
gentid Domini wvenia concedi, nobis vero non poterit ignoſet, que nunc 
a Demino admoniti © inſtrutti ſums. | 
Ad 14. ©trum fit vera Ecclefia guez non habet ligitimos Paſtores > 
Reſp. Quod poreſt eſſe vera; teſtis Ecclefra Romana, quz ror 
habuit Ponrifices Hzreticos, Schiſmaticos, Simoniaces, Intruſos, 
& Dubios, qui omnes timi paſtores non crant, An -igitur 
Romz deſecit Eecleſia ? 1 etiam efje' vera Sacramenta ubi 
veri non ſunt Paſtores, ipſa enim fatente Romana Eccleſia 'Fce- 
mina & Hzretica vere Baptizat, an illa eſt verus paſtor > Refor- 
mati weros paſtores habent ; inepte ipitur quaritur\ax preftet ſub 
wnd ſpecie cum Pſeudo Catholicis communicare, | qudm' ſub nulla cam 
Reformatis 2 nallus Reformatus enim eſt; qui non-ſub duabus ſpe- 
cicbus communicat; imo. przſtar illi nullum quam'mutilum Sa- 
mentum, cui id vitium innotuir. 1?! FN 
Ad 15. trum 39: Articuli Bickefie Anglicaue fant Articuli fides 
vel now ? © £4057 
Reſp. Omnes non ſunt ; pleriq; negativi Articuli ad rejiciendas 
vel talſas- vel fuperſtitioſas opiniones excogitabantur, quas ali 
| pro: Catholica fide obtrudere conati ſunt; tales autem non fune 
dicendi Articuli fidei : quod vel hinc liquet, . fi quis pro fidei Ar- 
ticulo venditaret , cras affore extremum judicturn- ; qui id ad 
fidem pertinere negaverit, non dicendus- effet novum -Articu- 
lum fidci excogitafſe; ſic. enim infiniti eſſe poſſent, & quiliber cu- 
dendi Articulum poteſtarem haberet. Alit inter 39. ad poltiam & 
regimen Ecclefiz pertinent, qui plerumq; inter fidei Articulos 
non ſunt- numerandi ialii -fun veritates- 'magni- moment, que 
vero tuto ignorari # privatis'/Chriltianis-poſſunt, imo fi-pertinacia 
abſir, non credi. Aly funt reycra omnibus cognofcendi&r credend, 
£1 | qui 
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qui ſolt ſub nomine Articulorum fidei proprie veniunt. Quod ver6 
infert ille (ſcilicer) £1 non ſunt Articuli fidei, ergo nemo tenetur ff- 
dem illis habere ſub periculo ſalutis, non ſequitur : poteſt enim falus 
peticlitari imo amirti, pertinaciter negando alias veritates, quam 
quz proprie ad fidem ſpeCtant. Cum igitur Articuli 39 ad diver- 
ſitatem opinionum evitandam ab Eccleſia proponuntur; nullus 
qui pacem amar, illis ſe opponere deber. 

Ad 16. ©/trum Religio Reformata fit divifibils in ſemper divifi 
biles. 

Reſp. Quod videtur iſtam quzſtionem ur pleriſq; ſuas 4 jocu- 
laribus recentium in Collegio oratiunculis mutuatus fuiſſe : & quod 
verifimilius hoc facit, ſolis fere illis infignem ibi ſeſe M. M. red- 
didir. 

Ad 17. An in re Euchariftica Argumentum a ſenfibus duftum (it 
fallibile > 

Reſp. Argumentum iftud fallere non poteſt : ratio quam pro- 
ponir dubitandi nulla eſt, revera enim lignum pulchrum erat oculi, 
eq; oculus primam noſtram parentem gdecepit; ſed fefellit ſeſe homo, 
dum ſerpenti potius quam Deo credidir de effe&tu manducationis, 
(ſcilicet; quod non morerctur etiamfj comederet, de quo oculus 
nihil illi rerulic. Credulitas itaq; non ſenſus primos noſtros pa- 
rentes decepit, caveat itaq; a credulitare, qui in quacung; re decipi 
non vult. | 

Ad 18. An Ecclefia Anglicana mutabilu fit ad nutum Parlia 
ments > 

Reſp. Quod non eſt ira murabilis, = unquam ita murata fuit . 
poteſt Rex cum Parliamento, temporalibus przxmiis aut penis quz 
ſancienda ſunt in Religione ſancire : quis nifi mente captus hanc 
poteſtatema illis negabir ? aut quis niſi manifeſts falſus plus circa 
Religionem reformatam Parliamentum tenraffe dicer > Sunt igitur 
duo in ſtabilienda aut reformandi Religione diſtinguenda: pri- 
mum eſt, judicare de veritate Religionis, & itlam quz vera eſſe 
judicata eſt Chriſti authoritate ſub falutis amittendz periculo 
omnibus commendare; alterum eſt, fic commendatam ab Eccleſi4 
Religionem temporalibus prxmiis aut panis munire. Primum 
N 2 petinet 
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pertinet ad Eccleſiam, ſecundum ad civilem Poteftatem. - In ſtabi- 
liendi Reformarione, Eccleſia Anglicana in Canyocatione, civitis 
Poreſtas in Parliamento, propriam- ſibi: Provinciam figillatim cu- 
raverune. | | 

Ad 19. Utrum ſpiritus Calvini negantyu, ac Lutberi affirmantis 
corporalem preſentiam, fit uterque a Deo 2 | 

Reſp. Quod neq; Catvinus ab inſpiratione ſpiritus negavit, neq; 
Lutherus attirmavic- aliquid de corporali przſentia. Ridicule 'iraq; 
quzritur an uterq; fira Deo. * Author Quzſtionis, cum inter Fa- 
naticos educatus eſſet, audivir omnia aut ſpiritui bono aut malo 
attribui, & videtur adhuc in ca ſententia harere; & inde fomniar, 
non poſk aliquem vel affirmare vel negare aliquid niſi ex ſpiritus 
alicujus impulſu. Quod tamen ſomnium vel hoc exemplo excutiar, 
Paulus li]. Papa affirmavit ſe poſle Zenricum VIII imo quemliber 
Regem deponere, & per Bullam idem tentavit. At M, M; (ut 
ſpcro) .negat poteſtatem .deponendi Regem Angliz ineſſe Papz. 
Quzro igitur an ſpiritus utriuſq; idem ſir, aut an uterq; poſſit eſſe 
a Dco? . "©" 

Ad 20. Nonne impudentiſiimus ſuit Calvinus uſurpato fibi munere 


met acjunxit. 

Ad 21. An ex utero Reformationis effluxerint cedes —— & Bel. 
la civilia que emerſerunt annno 1641 ? 

Reſp. Quod non. Cxdes enim rapinz Er bella plus quam ci. 
viiia quibus in vitas innocentium ultra omne exemplum tunc tem- 


poris 
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poris ſevitum eſt in Hibernia, 'ex Cleri Romani Sanguinolenta 
inſtigatione originem duxerunt. Quz vero in Anglia & Scotia 
nata ſunt mala, non magis ex utero reformationis effluxerunt, 
quam pladius ſchiſmata & contentiones e doCtrina Chriſti. 

Ad 22. ©trum Africa fit feracior monſtrorum, quam Britania fa- 
naticorum c 

Reſp. Britannia non magis ſerax eſt Fanaticorum quam Iralia &: 
Hiſpania: fanaticus eſt qui ſe divino fpiritu agi aut illuminari fal- 
ſo credit; plures ſunt ibi & in majori pretio qui hoc ſibi vendicanr, 
quam in Anglia. Fanaticus eſt qui ex ſcripturz ſenſu male intel- 
lecto ſeſe legitimis paſtoribus publice opponit. Tollatur nquife- 
tio, & inveniet quamlibet regionem non minus feracem eflg e- 
ejuſmodi fanaticorum quam Britanniam, ſola igitur Inquiſitio eſt 
qua melius ſe habent in hac parte Italia & Hiſpania quam Bt 1i- 


rannia: at no$ malumus fanaticos quam inquiſitionem : idq; ex Chri- 


ſti prxſcripto qui ut zizania cum tritico ſimul creſcere ſinerent, 
ſervos juſfit. , Plures & magis pernicioſe hxreſes in primzva Ec- 
cleſi4 ortz ſunt, plureſq; fanatici, quam inter Reformatos. An 
ſanius contra judicium diſcretionu & ſcripturas jam arguitur ex co 
quod corum abuſu fanatici ; fiunt quam contra Religionem Chri- 
ſtianam, quod cjus prztextu tot abominandz hxreſes, quas re- 
cenſent Sanctus Epiphanius & Santtus Irenzus, orbem inquinave- 
runt? 

Ad 23 & 25. Quibus de legitimatione Elizabethe & Marie fil 
arum Henrici ofttavi queritur. 

Reſp. Elizabetham legitimos habuiſſe natales. urpore quz nata 
erat ex matrimonio legirime cum Matre ejus contraQto poſt ſer- 
rentiam divortii Patris & Catherinz; vel potius poſiquam con- 
jugium corum nullum eſſe pronuntiatum eſt. Nec minus tamen 
Maria patri tanquam legitima ſuccedere debuir, cum nata eſſcr 
antequam vitium matrimonii, propter quod nullum judicatum eſt, 
aut patri aut matri innotuit ; Filius enim natus ex matrimonio bo- 
na fide vel alterius parentis inito eſt vere legitimus ſecundum le- 
gem Civilem. Ex craſs igitur juris ignorantia nara eſt iſt opinio, 
non poſſe & Elizabetham & Mariam legitimas cfſe regni H m_ 
Se 


(94) | 
Sed quzrit 8 uryet qd Anthoritate uxorem fuam Catherinan 
diavit Rewricws doo OOO 
Reſp. Authoritate legis Divinz, judicio Ecclefix Anglican, 
cujus crat _ de Matrimoniis infra Angliam initis, concilio 


ſententia &*+approbatione fere omnjum. Cordatiorum & Doftio- 
rum iſtius zratis priushabitis. Art qua Authoritate Mr, Ff. damnat 
Reges o_ Angliz, aut-de corum jure ad Regnum determi. 
nat, ipſe reſpondear. ' | 

Ad 24. Utrum laudanda fit ſapientia Henrici Oftavi, qui expulſo 
#no Papa Romano infinitos Papas ex ſubditi ſuſcitavit 2 

Reſp.” Henticus Oftavus- expulit quidem- Romani Pontificis 
uſuepatam juriſditionem ſecundum vereres regni-leges,nullum vero 
Papam ex ſubdiris ſaſciravit ; ſupponit ipgitur quzſtio falſum, & 
frivolaeſt: nullus-enim Papa dicendus, nift qui juriſdiftionem uni- 
verſalem ' per Ecclefiam Catholicam fibi vendicat : Quiſnam e 
ſubditis Henrict id fibi unquam vendicavit 2 At permiſit Henricus 
illis. Scriprturam , an hoc eſt'Papam fuſcitare > Quot Papas 
ſuſcicavir Chriſtus, qui hoc 'omnibus permifit > _ Ar ſecundum 
privatum ſenfſum Scripturas interpretari cuilibet Henricus 
conceſſit : fallitur & falfus eſt Mr. 7. Nultus enim rigidior 
faubmiſſionis in rebus ad Religionem pertinentibus exaCtor a ſyis 
quam Henricus : Nemo qui cum fenfum Scripturz quem pro 

Catholico habebat ab omnibus amplectendum fub majori px- 
na Curavit. - Neque fi hominibus aures & ocnlos reſticuiſſer in 
re Religios}, Papas fuſcitaſſe aut Ecclefrafticam Authoritatem 
ſubvertifſe dicendus effet : quod abfurde Gr ignoranter objiciunr 
Papicolz. — | 

Ad 2.6. Si nefas fit matare Religionem Parliamentarid authori- 
tate flabilitam, unde licuit Elizabethz Religionem evertere Catho- 
licam regni legibus ftabilitam ? 

Reſp. Nefas eſt Catholicam Religionem quicung; authoritate 
evertere ; neq; Catholicam Religionem fed Romanam Elizabetha 
mutavit ; quz vi & fraude ſtabilita, jure totius regni. & majoris 6: 
ſenioris partis Eccleſiz conſenſu everſa eſt, odiofam enim feiallaciis 
ineptiis, tyrannide & vivicomburiis innocentium reddiderat. _ 

acile 
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facile ad abropgandas leges & civiles penas quibus iſta religio ſte- 
rcrat, Parliamentum ſemer accinxit: nec difficilius (ſancitis Cano- 
nibus Ecclefiaſticis) reformatam religionem ſtabilire Eccleſiz per 
ſtaſum eſt. Nec alicer nec melius veritas ſtabiliri in noſtris regnis 
poreſt. Ejuſmodi conſtitutionem & ftabilimentum Romanx Reli- 
giotis in Anglia vel jpſius infallibilicatis jafturi Pontifex redime- 
ret: at fine vi; ſine fraude & fallaciis ut hoc fiat defperandum ef. 
ſe novit, & inde eſt quod in tot'facies fe vertir. 

At quarit quomedo poterat jurare Elizabetham eſſe caput Eccle: 
fie, quanto non poterant jurare eamt eſſe caput Regni ? 

Trane Petrus M. quam regnum, quam leges, quam naſcendi jus, 
quam omnes orbis Principes, & ipſe randem Papa pro legitima Re- 
gina habuerunt,ſolus pro ſpuria impune rejiciet? Quitalia 4udet, per- 
didit ci religione frontem,& cu ſenfibus & ratione c<zuravit & othne 
exuir ſeſe modeſtiam. Fuit iraq; Regina-caputr regni : ut vero capur 
Eccleſize cam eſſe atiquis jurarer, nec lex juſſir, nec'in his verbis Eli- 
2zabetha exegit. T_T equidem Epifcopos ſedibus expulir, 
& merito, ob recatarum juramentum' primatus, quod ipſi excogi- 
ravere, quod roties ſuſceperant, & quod ſttenue fub patre &frarre 
propupnaverant, fed non aurthorirate fui fold non inaudiros expu- 
lit, ur Maria Epiſcopos quibus ſucceſſerant : neq; recuſantes igni 
cremandos mandavit, ut Maria ; fed & contra leniter illos traCta- 
vit, illifq; uti vellent viverc permiſir, unde nihil contra Reginam 
moliri ſunt, aut-contra reformattonem, cut nort confcientia fed pu- 
dore prohibiri, ut plurimum conſentire noluerunt. Quod vel ex co 
colligi poteſt, quod cum Epiſcopis in corum locos turrogatis paci 
fice pleriq; vixerunt, neq; atios przter reformaros 11bi ſucceſſores 
conſtiruere. Abi tu & fac fimilfrer. 

Ad 27. Nonne Liturgiam fuam ſaffuratus eff Craumerus ex 
Miſati, Rituali, @ Breviario Romano ? 

Reſp. Reformatores primxvyz puritatis ſtudioft non tam no- 
vany Liturgiam condere, quam veterem reftituere in animo ha- 
buerunt; Inde'eft quod quz vetera crant, in iſa adhuc manent, 
imo multa 4 vetere Gallican& Lirurgia qua ſemel urebantur ha 
Regiones , reſtituta in noſtri. Lirurgia. invenimus; neque _ 

\þ officium 
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officium in qua antiquz Liturgiz confentiunt, omifit Eccleſia no: 
fra. An; LEM rag A nous additamentis purgare eſt jllam 

ſuffurari?2 . | 

: Ad 28; Nonne Juramento primatus tenentur Preteflantes obtem- 

prrare + a ſupremo Gubernatars ? 
—_ ſp. / bellis eſt qui negar. At quid ſibi yolunt, hac wverba, 
tam. in omnibus. ſpiritualibus quam temporalibus 2, Reſp. Explicari 
hzc in Arriculo ON ice fs - ſol; ;temporalem gladium,com- 
miſſum elle: :Ac,proiude omnes {ave £eclefraſtici font froe Crvjles, in 
Vici contineat, © contumaces ©. delinguentes Gladio civili coerce- 
Sive "lo Clericus five Laicus fit qui civili Gladio punien- 
e oft gui infligendi, pa:nam.iſtam. haber, poreſta- 
iClericus.ille aut Laicus propter hreſin aur aliam 
Rn q;,caulatn, quam maxime ſpiritualem iſta pong eſſer mul. 
us.;. n<q;.hoc eſt omnimodam. obedicntiam tam religioſam 
cm civilem ,Regi przſtare:. reſtat enim Ecclefize ſua, poteſtas 


ſpirirualis integra, nempe. verbi,  arpmenprney & ſpiritualium 


| nn Gifeibprlo,r has Quicung fur excommunicandus eſt, pro- 
pre quamcung; cauſam,” ab Eccleſia non a —_ eſt TE cenſurz 


ubjiciendus.  Satis, igitur conſtabic juriſdictio quam Regi tribui- 
mus ſine clavium. poteſtare ,. totaq; ſecundum Articulum prez: 
dittum ſpeQabir ad gladium civilem., Cum dicitur igitur Regem 
elſe, unicum gubernatorem tam in ſpiritualibus quam temporalibus, 
intelligirur 1 am. eſſe unicum temporalem gubernatorem, cui jus 
gladii in omnibus rebus ram Eccleſiaſticis quam remporalibus.com- 
perir, & qui ſolus Judex eſt ſupremus, quando & quoties uti debct 
c4 poteſtate, At conceſſo, omnimodam obedientiam quz homini 


_ przſtari poteſt nos illi debere, quomodo ſequitur quod infert M. 
M. quod oportet nos cum Calviniano effe Calvinianos,; Arianos cum 


Ariano; Annon cives Romani totam iſtam.obedicntiam, quam 
per hoc juramentum vendicarunt noſtri Reges, Papz prezſtare te- 


nentur 2 An igitur oportet eos, cum Hzxretico Papa aut Schiſma-. 


rico, Hzreticos aut Schiſmaticos eflc ; Quia P * eſt unicus illis 
ſupremus gubernator, tam in omnibus Sptritualibus quam tempo- 


ralibus ? 


Nos 
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Nos vero quz Regis funt Regi tribuimus, referyatis De&o' quz# 
funt Dei. In omnibus Repi vel paſſivam vel aftivam obediemiam 
przſtare teneniur ; & / quando lis inter Regem & ſubdites orra 
fuerit, an licitum ſir quod tmperatur ; neceſſe eſt quemliber pro ſe 
Judicem eſk : nec ulla hic tomes bellorum civilium ; id enim vita- 
bitur fi modo vel attiva vel paſſiva obedientia prxſtetur. Quod 
contra hanc Doftrinam afferr facile diluitur {ſcilicer) zum Regem 
won ſupremum efſe ſed Scripturam & fatuta, non enim ſcriprura 
aut ſtatuta ſunt gubernatores, ſed ſuprema regula ſecundum quam 
Regi eſt obediendum. Ut vero quzſtionem quzſtione rependam, 
videat, An ſe tam facile expediat ; Si quando lis inter Ecclefiam & 
civilem poteſtatem orta ſuerit, quzro quis inter illas crir Judex? Si 
Papa inveſtiruras Epiſcoporum, verbigratia, immunitatem Clerico- 
rum, proviſiones Gt appellationes ſub cenſuris decreverir, repugnan- 
temq; Regem excommunicaverit, quis de gravibus his cauſis inter 
illos judicabitzaſſignandus Judex,nifi mavisillos inzternum alterca- 
ri,quis quzeſo erit Judex inter concilium Papale & Comitia Regum? 
.. Ad 29. Cur Reformationem tam avide amplexi ſunt tot Nobiles 
ſub Elizabethd ? 

Reſp. Nihil ad nos cur amplexi ſunt, quidam Chriſlum etiam 
ex invidia praxdicarunt. Sperabit vero meliora quiliber qui chari- 
tati non valedixit, praxſertim cum meminerit quot viros ſcientil 
celebres, concilio graves, fortitudine claros, pierate infignes pro- 
tulit iſta #tas, qua neq; prior aliqua zras ſelicior, nec quam po- 
ſterior forte #quabir. Nulla tot viris claruit quibus patria & ref 
publica cordi erant, quibus iſta vitiorum ſeges ignota, quz prx- 
ſenti zrati incubuir. /Inimicus'eſt Anglorum famz virruti &armis 
qui aliquid vel ſuggerer, quod tot heroum gloriz obeſſer ; quorum 
virtuti patria deber, quod ſupra Garamantas & Tndos, & ad ulq; 
ſydera nota eſt. Novimus quid jam facit Nobiles, & eNobilibus 
papicolas:ſpondeat ille pro omnibus qui jam Papiſmum ampleCtun- 
tur, & ego viciſſim ſpondebo omnes Nobiles ſub Elizabetha non 
lucri-ſed Conſcientiz gratia'reformationem amplexos. 

Ad 30. Cur plebs Anglicana novitatis avida odit Papiſmum 2 

Reſp. Propter crudelitatem, —_ tyrannidem & novita- 

rem 
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tem, quz omnia nativo Anglorum genio repugnant ; non enim 
(ur fals0 infinuat) Anglicana plebs novitatis avidior.quam quzliber 
alia gens. At Religio eſt quibuſdam, patriam odio, patrios mores 
fatto. populares,calumniis proſequi: qui peregrinorum morum 
&riruum miratores,quicquid externumeſt quaſi verum &: veruſtum 
magni faciunt. Illa enim religio,quz ſenſum &, rationem naturalem 
rollit nacuralem etiam in patriam & amicos affectum ſubverrit, 

Ad 31. 4n Ecclefia Anglicana fallibilts fit velinfallibilis > . 

Reſp.. Particularis Eccleſia licet-in ſe fallibilis, quamdiu tamen 
ſe obſeryationi przceptorum divinornm accingit, & mediis quz 

as 4lli indulſir induſtrie uritur, id eſt, quamdiu, verizas illi uſui 
eſt, ncque falli neque fallere errore aliquo falucj. perniciolo poreſt; 
idemg; de quoliber Chriſtianq/dicendum. -.Dum-autem atu non 
allitur licet ilis fundatut ſuper Perram;- gui, enim ſuper cam 
fundatus non eſt, falyus efſe-non poteſt, 

Ad 32. De Ligne Scientie & Yite, aliud reſponſum non mere: 
rur, peter yerba Chriſti, .qui malum ſacit odit lucem, lignum {cz- 
extie non erat lignum vite, at in codem Paradiſo, ſimul conſita 
ſunt x Deo; quz conjunxit Deus malediQus qui dividir. | 
| Ad 33- Nome in Ecclefid Anglicand defideratur verfio Biblio. 

rum multo emendatior & correfior > © | vil; 
Reſp. Verſio Bibliorum Anglicana emendatioreſt- vulgari Latj- 
na yerſione, licet nihil eſt ab omni; parte perfetum., Ar non vulc 
Romana Ecclefia emendatiorcm, ſed nullam-in vulgari idiomate 
verſionem. An non przſtat igitur, nobiſcunz verſione minus cor- 
-re&a uti, quam cum Romanis nulla > mentirur, ubi aſſerit in ver- 
ſione noſtra vitiari textus, in favorem. carms; © gratiam ſchiſmati : 


quod produQtis ab ipſo exemphs patebit. - . _. ns 3 

Gal. 5.17. Ut a noſtris vertitur,, nec favet carni, nec ſchiſma- 
ti. An fayere dicendus- eſt carni, qui dicit hominem dum carne 
ducitur omnia quz vult ſpiritus non polie faccre: cſto,. tum car- 
ni favebat ſanCtus Paulus qui Rom. 8. 7. de Carne affirmat quod 
legi Dei non oft ſubjeita nec eſſe poteſt, qui. autem in carne ſunt Dee 
placere non poſſunt, + Lt, oy. 


Dan. 4. 24. Caldzis cxatte reſpondent unde noſtra eſt ver, 
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ft igitur conformis ſit origini, non multum moramur vulgarem La- 
tinam, cujus tamen non alius ſenſus eſt in hoc loco, quam quem 
verba Anglicana feraat. 

x. Cor. 7.9. *E1 6: 'orx' 'ETKPATETONTAT de illis dicitur, qui ſui 
poteſtatem non habent; ita Sanus Theodoretws, qui ad hxc ver- 
ba hac paraphraſi utitur, Sin autem cupiditatis impetum ferre nou 
poteſtu, ſed ad ſuſtinendum certamen imbecilli animo eſtu, nal/a lex 
probibet quo minus Matrimonium contrahatis. 

Item Sanctus Anſelmus apud Lyram, Qui propter mentu imbecil- 
litatem non poſſunt continere carnis impulſionem, nubant. 

Item Lyra, id eſt, $i: donum continendi non acceperint a Deo. 

Irem Commentarius ſub nomine Santi Ambroſti, (Quid /t impul- 
ſu carnu perſeverare ſe viderint non poſſe : An hi omnes faviſle car- 
ni & ſchiſmatidicendi ſunt, eo quod noſtrz verſioni aſtipulantur ? 

Idem dicendum eſt de Matt. 19. 11. nanTEz 'or xQvorzi, om- 
nes non capaces ſunt, vel proprer ſocordiam vel propter impoten- 
tentiam,quid hoc ad indulgentiamcarnis?. An Chriſtus iadulgebar 
carni cum ſeſe explicans addir ſecundum vulgarem Latinam (vi- 
delicet v. cjuſdem.Capitis 12.) qui poteſt capere, capiat ? | 

Feb. 7..1. Exatte Hzbrais verbis reſpondent, 6: {i marginem 
inſpicias, Latinis. 

Exod.'z0. 4. Refte redditur ab Anglis interpretibus , nec 4 
vulgari diſcrepa, quiz non idolum ſed ſculptile reddit: feulprile 
vero non melius Anglice reddi poreſt , quam ut habent noſtra 
Biblia; nec aliud per idolum intelligebant 70. quam imaginem ad 
cultum fabrefattum : unde plurima ' exemplaria ſubllicuunr, 
FarntoON Det. 5. 8. idcm igitur 'EI.Qaon & ravnToON; nec alitcr 
redditur a Gallis 6c Ttalis, quorum alteri in Catcchiſmis vulgart- 
bus reddunt Image Tailce, alteri Imagine Sculpita. Ur videre et 
in Diario de $S. Amour parte 3. cap. 5. ubi hxc ipſa quzſtio coram 
Cardinalibus diicurirur : fruſtra igitur in verſionem noſtram inſur- 
git, qui dubium eſt an fincerior extat. Nihil adhuc momenti 
contra Ecclefiam noſirim protulit, fi quid habcat proferar tan- 
dem; & Argumeiitis non quzſtionibus, rem agat. Meminerit 
enim quis ſit, qui plures ejuſmodi proponere poſſer, quam quas 
facile ſolyat ſapicntior. FINIS. Aunt! 00ee> 
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